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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEVADA

MICHAEL C. DELEW, individually;
MICHAEL C. DELEW, as Special
Administrator of the Estate of

ERIN RAE DELEW; H. ROY
MAYBERRY: and VICKI MAYBERRY,

CASE NO. CV-8-00-460-RLH (LRL)

Plaintiffs,
Vs.

LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE
DEPARTMENT, et al.

Defendants

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO ENFORCE JULY 15, 2002 SANCTIONS ORDER
(#183) AND MOTION FOR SIXTH SANCTIONS ORDER
Plaintiffs Michael C. DeLew, H. Roy Mayberry, and Vicki Mayberry,

(coliectively, “Plaintiffs” or the “DeLews”), hereby move for an order enforcing the
July 15, 2002 Order, and imposing sanctions against Defendant Las Vegas Metropolitan
Police Department (“Metro™) and the individual Metro Defendants for not complying
with the DeLews’ discovery requests and the Court’s orders to do so. In this Motion
and the accompanying Points and Authorities, Metro and the individual Metro

Defendants are referred to collectively as the “Metro Defendants.” Specifically, the
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DeLews ask the Court to enter the following orders:

a. (i) deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs” municipal liability
claim that Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended
Complaint, pp. 16-17, 7 A. — K., (#55), were a moving force or cause of the alleged
constitutional violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional
rights of citizens subjected to them; or,

(ii) in the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial
opposing Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim;

b. as to each discovery request with which the Metro Defendants have not
complied, deem the facts to which the discovery was directed to be established, and
prohibit the Metro Defendants from introducing at trial evidence pertaining to the
subjects or issues to which the discovery was directly, as set forth more specifically in
Tables 1 and 2;

c. require the Metro Defendants to pay the reasonable expenses that the
DeLews have incurred as a result of the Metro Defendants’ non-compliance, including
attorney’s fees and costs in connection with the Rule 30(b}(6) depositions listed in
Table 1, Rule 30(b)(6) Violations/Sanctions, and in preparing and filing this motion;

and

d. impose other sanctions the Court deems just and proper to redress the
Metro Defendants® deliberate disregard of the DeLews’ discovery requests and this
Court’s discovery orders.

This Motion is based upon the Points and Authorities below, the attached
Affidavits of Carol Leffler and Timothy M. Rastello, Tables 1 and 2, Exhibits 201-22
(see Appendix) and the Deposition Testimony of Counterman, Flynn, McKee, Moody,
Spring, Redfairn and Zagorski (see Appendix).

Submitted this ﬂ%ay of December, 2002.
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POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

I. INTRODUCTION

The Court knows all too well the history of the DeLews’ efforts to obtain
discovery from the Metro Defendants. The Court has sanctioned Metro on five separate
occasions, awarded monetary sanctions seven times, and in the July 15, 2002 Order
(#183) (“July 15 Order”) strongly admonished Metro that any “future noncompliance
with its discovery obligations or this court’s orders will result in a recommendation
that a default judgment be entered.” (emphasis in original)I (Ex. 220, Accord Order
dated Sept. 18, 2002 (#189) (affirming July 15 Order except as to recommended denial
of Metro’s motion for summary judgment),) Yet the Metro Defendants have persisted

in defying this Court’s Orders and the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. Consider this:

’ The Court has sanctioned Metro for discovery abuses and discovery resistance on

seven prior occasions. On June 20, 2001, the Court sanctioned Metro $1,500 for filing
an unnecessary “emergency” motion for protective order. (#68) On August 15, 2001,
the Court granted Plaintiffs’ Motion to Compel and awarded Plaintiffs their costs and
fees in prosecuting their motion. (#100) On September 4, 2001, the Court sanctioned
Metro for abusive deposition conduct and awarded Plaintiffs their attorneys’ fees and
reporter’s cost in taking the continued deposition. (#108) On March 6, 2002, the Court
awarded Plaintiffs $4,754 in costs and fees for prosecuting their motion to compel
against Metro. (#132) On July 15, 2002, the Court granted Plaintiffs’ Motion for
Sanctions for Metro’s Violations of Court Orders (#128) and sanctioned Metro $5,000;
granted Plaintiffs’ Motion to Compel Responses to Second Document Requests (#129 &
#130) and awarded $5,000 in sanctions (#183); and granted Plaintiffs’ Motion for
Sanctions for Metro’s Willful Failure to Produce Rule 30(b){(6) Witnesses (#151) and
imposed a $5,000 sanction. (See Order of July 15, 2002 (#183)).

3
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e Although the Court ordered Metro to complete its response to Plaintiffs’

First and Second Requests for Production of Documents “not later than August 9,

2002,” Metro did not do so. (Ex. 211, July 15 Order at 5:8-9, 5:16-17 (#183))

e Despite this Court’s order that no later than August 30, 2002, Metro

“produce persons most knowledgeable with respect to all subject matters

identified in plaintiffs’ Rule 30(b)(6) deposition notice” (Ex. 211, July 15 Order

at 5:23-25 (#183)), Metro failed to prepare and produce witnesses to testify
concerning some of the most critical issues in the case.
e Metro affirmatively represented that Metro could not produce fatal Traffic

Accident Reports and DUI Arrest Reports generated by the individual Metro

Defendants during the most relevant years — 1990-1995 — because Metro

destroys such reports after five years. Based on this representation, the DeLews

agreed that these document requests could be narrowed significantly. But during
the August 2002 Rule 30(b)(6) depositions, the DeLews discovered that Metro
keeps DUT Arrest Reports for 85 years (or five years after the death of the

individual), while it retains hard copies of fatal Traffic Accident Reports for 10

years and microfiche copies “permanently”! See infra at 8-9. Metro also did not

produce the reports, which would have provided the most probative evidence of
the special treatment given to Officer Wagner’s wife.

Plaintiffs have had enough. These latest incidents of defiance and deception
constitute obstruction of justice. In the July 15 Order, the Court found that “although
Metro’s discovery conduct is clearly unacceptable and comes perilously close to a
judicial finding of stone-walling, it does not yet rise to the level of willfulness, bad
faith or fault” required for entry of judgment by default. (Ex. 211, July 15 Order at
4:11-13 (#183)) (emphasis added) Accordingly, the Court entered monetary sanctions,
warning Metro that it would be prohibited from offering evidence at trial opposing the

municipal liability claim “unless and until [it] comes into full compliance” with the
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DeLews’ document requests and that “future noncompliance . . . will resultin a
recommendation that a default judgment be entered.” (Ex. 211, July 15 Order at 4:20-
22 (#183))

The Court also recommended that the District Judge deny Metro’s Motion for
Summary Judgment (#163) without further briefing, and ordered that Plaintiffs were not
required to respond to Metro’s motion “unless and until the presiding District Judge
declines to approve the ... recommendation to deny Metro’s summary judgment
motion.” (Ex. 211, July 15 Order 5:4-7, 6:2-4 (#183)). By the time Plaintiffs received
the July 15 Order, however, they had filed their response to Metro’s summary judgment
motion. The District Judge therefore declined to follow the Court’s recommendation to
deny the motion, and granted Plaintiffs “the opportunity to respond to the motions for
summary judgment now that Metro has complied with Plaintiffs’ discovery requests.”
(Ex. 220, Order dated Sept. 18, 2002 at 2:22-24 (#184)) In fact, however, as shown
below, Metro did not comply with the July 15 Order, and did not furnish the discovery
it was ordered to provide. Thus, although Plaintiffs filed a supplemental opposition to
Metro’s motion for summary judgment (#193), Metro’s discovery violations
substantially limited their ability to do so.

In essence, the Court’s prior warnings and past sanctions have been wholly
ineffective, as the Metro Defendants’ subsequent violations demonstrate. Monetary
sanctions have little impact because ultimately Defendants will be liable for Plaintiffs’
attorneys’ fees and costs under 42 U.S.C. § 1988, should Plaintiffs prevail at trial. The
Court therefore should deem certain facts established against Metro for purposes of
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim. Similar sanctions tailored to the Metro

Defendants’ other violations are equally proper.
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IL. ANALYSIS
A. The Metro Defendants Have Violated The Discovery Orders.

Despite the plain and unambiguous terms of the July 15 Order, the Metro
Defendants chose not to produce responsive documents by August 9, 2002, and Metro
chose not to prepare and produce qualified Rule 30(b)(6) witnesses by August 30, 2092.
The scope and breadth of the Metro Defendants’ violations are too extensive to describe
in detail here. In the interest of judicial economy, Plaintiffs will focus on certain
violations of the discovery orders and refer the Court to the attachments to this moficn
for detailed supporting material. See Table 2, Document Requests Violations/
Sanctions {summarizing non-compliance with document requests); Table 1, Rule
30(b)(6) Violations/Sanctions (summarizing Rule 30(b)(6) violations); and the
Affidavits of Timothy M. Rastello and Carol J. Leffler.

At the outset, these violations should be assessed in light of Metro’s massive
resources for locating and producing responsive documents and the substantial time the
Metro Defendants have had for compliance. Metro’s Director of Records testified that
the Records Bureau employs 200 persons. (Lang Dep. 41:9-23, 43:17-20) In addition,
Metro has sophisticated computer databases capable of identifying and producing
records instantaneously. (Counterman Dep. 190:20-191:12, 193:14-195:18; Lang Dep.
22:23-23:11, 24:6-14) More than 24 months have passed since Plaintiffs served thetr
first request for documents and 16 months since the Court entered the first of three
orders directing Metro to respond to that request. (See Orders dated August 15, 2001
(#100), March 6, 2002 (#132), and July 15, 2002 (#183)) The Metro Defendants’
refusal to do so is a remarkable rebuff of the Court’s authority.

l. Document Requests

1st Request No. 3: All reports, memoranda, summaries or other documents
relating to the investigation by METRO and NHP of alleged wrongful conduct
committed by any named Metro Defendant or an immediate family member of a named
Metro Defendant, or any documents relating to the investigation by Metro or NHP of
any Metro trooper for false reporting, perjury, fraudulent investigation, false arrest,
concealment, cover-up or conspiracy.




This request encompasses reports of Metro’s Internal Affairs Bureau (“1AB”)
and was central to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Sanctions and the June 13, 2002 hearing on
that motion. (See Plaintiffs’ Motion for Sanctions at 3-4 (#128), Plaintiffs” Sur-Reply
at 5 (#137), and Ex. 210, June 13, 2002 Hearing Transcript at 8, 12 (#190)) The July 15
Order was the Court’s third order directing Metro to produce these documents.
Nonetheless, Metro did not produce a single document in response to Request No. 3

before the Court-ordered deadline of August 9, 2002. (Leffler Aff. 94)

1** Request No. 4: All fatal traffic collision reports investigated by Defendants
during the five years preceding and five years following the preparation of the traffic
collision report pertaining to Erin DeLews’ death.

1** Request No. 5: All DUI arrest reports generated by each individual
Defendant during the three years preceding the investigation of Janet Wagner’s sobriety
at the scene of Erin DeLews’ death.

Directed squarely at the claims against the individual Metro Defendants,
Document Requests Nos. 4 and 5 sought the fatal Traffic Accident Reports and DUI
Arrest Reports that the individual defendants had prepared contemporaneously to Erin
DeLew’s death. These reports were deemed particularly important because they would
present the best evidence of the procedures employed by the individual defendants in
handling incidents similar to the Erin DeLew fatality. Metro represented to Plaintifts
and the Court that the fatal Traffic Accident and DUI Arrest Reports for the periods
1990-1995 could not be produced because they were destroyed after five years. In their
Response to the First Request for Production of Documents, the Metro Defendants
stated:

5. That by policy and procedure the report retention
policy with respect to LVMPD-Investigated fatal traftic
accidents is five (5) years. Therefore, Affiant would assert
that the reports for five years preceding the subject incident
that are sought by Plaintiffs are no longer available.
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(Defts’ Supp’l Response to PItf’s First Request for Prod. of Doc., July 19, 2001,
Greenwood Aff. § 5). The Metro Defendants made the same representation in opposing

the DeLews’ motion to compel:

Regarding Request No. 4, information surrounding
fatal traffic reports from 1994 is no longer available. The
retention period regarding such reports is five years.

(Opps. to Pltf"s Mtn to Compel, July 16, 2001, at 9). Counsel for the Metro Defendants
also represented to Plaintiffs’ counsel that Metro could not produce the Traffic
Accident and DUI Arrest Reports for 1990-95 because Metro destroys these reports
after five years. (Rastello Aff. § 3)

Based on these representations, Plaintiffs and the Court narrowed the Metro
Defendants’ obligations under Plaintiffs’ First Request Nos. 4 and 5 to reports for the
years 1996 and 1997, (Rastelio Aff. §3; Pltfs’ Reply Pts. and Auths., Aug. 8, 2001,
8:21-24; (#98); Ex. 206, Order dated Aug. 15, 2001, 2:15-19 (#100)) But one year
later, during the Rule 30(b)(6) depositions, the DeLews learned that Metro’s Retention
Policy requires that the originals of injury and fatal Traffic Accident Reports be
maintained for 10 years and a microfiche copy be maintained permanently; DUI Arrest
Reports must be maintained for 85 years or five years after the confirmed death of the
individual. (Lang Dep. 20:3-12, 20:19-21:7) Metro therefore does have copies of the
reports for 1990 to 1995, In fact, since its creation in 1980, Metro has never disposed
of a single such report. (Lang Dep. 26:15-27:7, 49:17-20) Furthermore, Metro’s
retrieval system allows it to search for and retrieve these reports quickly. (Counterman
Dep. 190:20-191:12, 193:14-195:18; Lang Dep. 22:23-23:11, 24:6-14) The Metro
Defendants’ failure to produce these documents can be characterized only as willful
defiance of the Court’s orders.

Iy
Iy
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1st Request No. 6: All reports, memoranda, summaries or other documents
relating to the investigation by METRO and NHP of injury or fatal traffic collisions
involving any law enforcement officer or an immediate family member of a law
enforcement officer during the five years [thirty months] preceding and five years
[thirty months] following the investigation of Erin DelLew’s death.

As the Court may recall, the Metro Defendants have gone to great lengths to
avoid Request No. 6, which seeks documents at the heart of Plaintiffs’ municipal
liability custom and policy claim. Metro initially claimed that it would be too
burdensome to identify and produce responsive documents. The Court rejected this
argument in its August 15, 2001 Order, and directed Metro to produce the documents.
(Ex. 206, Order dated Aug. 15, 2001, 2:13-23 (#100))

Metro moved for reconsideration. Metro asserted that it had identified 55 reports
as a result of a department-wide e-mail inquiry, but resisted doing more, again claiming
the request was too burdensome. (Metro Mtn. for Reconsid. at 11-12, Aug. 29, 2001
(#106))* Metro attached the Affidavit of Lt. John Thornton, who detailed the steps that
would be necessary to produce the requested documents. (/d.) The Court re-affirmed
its earlier Order, but narrowed the time period from ten years to five years. (Ex. 207,
Order dated December 3, 2001 at 4:10-13 (#124)) When Metro still refused to comply,
Plaintiffs filed the Motion for Sanctions that led to the July 15 Order. The Order
expressly directed Metro to “complete the document production responsive to
Plaintiffs” First Request for Production of Documents not later than August 9, 2002.”
(Ex. 211, July 15 Order at 5:8-10 (#183)) Despite the plain language of that Order, the
Metro Defendants did not undertake the steps Lt. Thornton had stated would be
necessary to identify and produce these documents. (Rastello Aff. §7-8; Moody Dep.
87:9-17, 88:6-13, 93:7-10)

This persistent non-compliance is remarkable in view of the July 15 Order,

which states:

! Metro overstated its burden by asserting it would have to review each and every

traffic collision report. In reality, Metro was required to review only “fatal and injury”
traffic collision reports, which were easily identifiable by the coding system used by all
Nevada police agencies. (Counterman Dep. 190:20-191:12, 193:14-195:18; Lang Dep.

22:23-23:11, 24:6-14)
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The court understands that Metro’s burden of production has
been far from light. In balancing plaintiffs’ need for the
discovery, however, against Metro’s burden of production,
the court has found, and continues to find, that plaintiffs’
need for the discovery, especially in relation to their
municipal liability claim, outweighs the burden imposed on
Metro. Though its burden has been heavy, Metro has had
more than ample time to meet its discovery obligations,
especially in light of its failure to undertake its search for
documents promptly when ordered to do so. Moreover, the
sluggish pace at which Metro has produced discovery has
caused plaintiffs considerable prejudice.

(Ex. 211, July 15 Order at 3:5-13 (#183)) Even after the July 15 Order, the Metro
Defendants failed to produce a single Traffic Accident Report or DUT Arrest Report
involving any off-duty Metro officer or immediate family member of a Metro officer.
Instead, they referred Plaintiffs to the Internal Affairs Burecau files, which obviously
would not disclose traffic collisions or DUI arrests involving immediate family
members. (Rastello Aff. §7-11; Ex. 212, Metro Defendants’ Sixth Supp’l Response
served July 24, 2002) The Metro Defendants thus far have succeeded in stacking the
deck and substantially impairing Plaintiffs’ ability to prove their case at trial.

Unredacted Copies. At the June 13, 2002 hearing, the Court expressly directed

the Metro Defendants to produce unredacted, not redacted, documents.

THE COURT: Do you understand today that the Court’s
order, the protective order, applies to any and all documents

produced by Metro?
MR. ANGUILO: It was — no, Your Honor.
THE COURT: You don’t?

MR. ANGULO: It’s not my understanding., * * * If the
Court tells me today that it does, I have no problem. We
have those documents in an unredacted form. We will send
them to be copied and get them to the plaintiff’s counsel as
quickly as they can be copied by --

THE COURT: Well, indeed it does.
MR. ANGULO: Okay.

(Ex. 210, June 13, 2002 Hearing Transcript at 30 (#190))

10
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Despite the Court’s unequivocal direction and Metro’s counsel’s
acknowledgment, the Metro Defendants did nof comply with the Court’s plain,
unambiguous ruling. They never produced unredacted copies of the fatal traffic
collision reports that they had produced in response to Request No. 4. (Leffler Aff. §5)
Similarly, the Metro Defendants did not produce unredacted copies of the DUI Arrest
Reports in response to First Request No. 5. (Leffler Aff. 16)

In response to Plaintiffs’ First Request No. 6, the Metro Defendants never
provided unredacted copies of the requested traffic accident reports. (Leffler Aff. 47)
The Metro Defendants produced only redacted copies of the 55 injury or fatal accident
reports identified via the e-mail inquiry, see supra at 9, thereby withholding the contact
information for the citizens involved in collisions with Metro “insiders.” (Rastello Aff.
18)

With respect to Plaintiffs’ Second Requests, in its July 15 Order, the Court
ordered the Metro Defendants “not later than August 9, 2002” to “produce the
documents called for in plaintiffs’ Second Request Production Nos. 1, 6, 10, 11, 12, 13,
14,15, 17,18, 19, 20, 21, 24, 25, 26 and 32.” (Ex. 211, July 15 Order at 5:16-17
(#183)) The Metro Defendants inexplicably all but ignored most of the Court’s Order.
For example, the Metro Defendants did not produce any of the following:

e the personnel files for Defendants Roshak, Thornton, or Pribyl (No. 6)
(they produced Keller’s file after the Rule 30(b)(6) deposition);

s asingle “Notice of Claim” (No. 14);

e asingle Accident Review Board Report (No. 17);

¢ asingle document from the Risk Manager’s Office (No. 18);

e the annual inspections of the IAB for seven years (No. 21);

* asingle disciplinary hearing record (No. 24);

¢ asingle traffic collision report involving any individual defendant or their

immediate family members (No.25);

11




e asingle DUI arrest report involving a Metro insider (No.26); and
e aprivilege log of withheld documents (No. 32), even though their Rule
30(b)(6) witness acknowledged that documents had been withheld.
(Moody Dep. 70:11-71:6, 84:4-17, 96:18-25; Leffler Aff. §98-9, 11-12, 15-19) In
addition, they did not even attempt to review the IAB files for responsive documents
(Nos. 19 and 20), but instead provided Plaintiffs with a cryptic and non-descriptive [AB
log. (Rastello Aff. Y11-12; Leffler Aff. §J13-14)

As these incredulous examples illustrate, the Metro Defendants have blatantly
defied this Court’s orders to respond to Plaintiffs’ document requests. These violations,
together with the Metro Defendants’ other violations, are summarized in Table 2,
Document Requests Violations/Sanctions and the Rastello and Leffler Affidavits.

2. Rule 30(b)(6) Depositions

Metro’s failure to produce prepared witnesses for the Rule 30(b)(6) depositions
started with the very first category, the all important subject of Metro’s policy of self-
investigation of traffic and criminal incidents involving Metro officers and their
immediate family members.

Category A: Metro’s policy, procedure and practice pertaining to investigating
traffic and criminal incidents involving Metro officers and their immediate family
members from 1990 to the present including, but not limited to, the interpretation of the

LVMPD Traffic Bureau Enforcement & Accident Investigations Manual and the
LVMPD Manual

Metro produced Deputy Chief Zagorski in response to this request. He was
unable to answer key questions regarding this policy. Specifically, he could not explain
two 1995 Orders: Order 62-95, which rescinded the policy of self-investigation, and
Order 73-95, which reinstated this policy a few months later. Concerning Order 62-95,
Deputy Chief Zagorski testified as follows:

Q. This order went out on August 8, 19957

A. Yes.
Q. It basically amended the Department Manual, Section 5/103.29.

Would you agree with that?

12
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A. It amended it, yes, to include the paragraph
you just read.

Q. You don’t recall how this particular PO originated?

A. No, sir.

Q. You haven’t reviewed any files or documents related to how this
came about?

A. No, sir.

Q. You have no personal recollection of how it came about?

A. No.

Deputy Chief Zagorski was equally uninformed regarding Order 73-95:

Q. Do you know what precipitated the change reflected in PO-73-95?

A. No, sir.

Q. Have you reviewed any files in the Office of Management and
Budget regarding this PO-73-957

A. No, I have not reviewed any files.

Q. Both of these Procedural Orders, PO-62-95 and 73-95 are signed
by Undersheriff Winget?

A. Yes.

Q. Did you speak with Undersheriff Winget regarding these POs in
preparation for today’s deposition?

A. No, sir.

Q. Is he still available at the department?

A. He’s the Undersheriff.

Zagorski Dep. 28:12 — 31:8

Category T: The radio channel and other contact with Metro officers on

September 27, 1994, including the tape or log of all such contact and including, but not
limited to, the interpretation of the LVMPD Communication Center Event Search
(attached as Exhibit A).
Category U: The LVMPD Audio Tape of the September 27, 1994 dispatch.

To comply with Categories T and U, Metro was obligated to prepare and produce
the person most knowledgeable regarding the radio channel and other contact with
Metro officers on September 27, 1994, including the audio tape and logs of all such
contacts. The witness Metro designated for these categories, Sharon Counterman, could

not answer whether the original or backup copy of the magnetic tape recordings made

13
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the night Erin died still exists, and could not describe what happened to the tapes.
(Counterman Dep. 173:13 — 174:9) Counterman did not even check to see whether

either tape sttll exists:

Q. What happened to the two magnetic tapes, the primary and backup
tapes, for September 27, 19947
I have no knowledge of what happened to them back then.
Did you make any inquiries?
I looked to see if we had anything. We didn’t have anything.
Where did you look?
In our storage room where we’ve got our copies of stuff,

Did you look in the hold vault?

No. And that’s something that 1 haven’t done. I looked for
our copy because I thought we were making cassette copies back then.
Q. So, as you sit here today, you have not looked into the cabinet
where the magnetic tapes are put on hold to see if either the primary or

backup magnetic tape of September 27, 1994, still exists?

A. No. We wouldn’t have a backup. If we had anything, it would
be a primary if it even exists. No, and I did not ask -- we didn’t go
through all that. 1 was just looking for this [cassette] copy for this
deposition.

O FOPROR

(Counterman Dep. 173:13 — 174:9) (emphasis added)

Category CC: All cellular telephone records from September 27, 1994 to
September 30, 1994 for all named Metro Defendants and all Metro personnel involved
in any aspect of the Delew fatal traffic collision investigation.

To answer questions regarding the Metro Defendants’ cell phone calls on the
evening of September 24, 1994, Metro produced Deputy Chief Richard McKee. He was
unprepared to answer the most basic questions regarding the bills, and did not make the
most basic inquiries to obtain the information. For instance, he could not identify the
persons who made or received calls, the phone numbers listed, or the notations on the
bills:

Q. Okay. And on the first page [McKee Exhibit |] there’s a note to
Bob from Kathie.

A. Uh-huh,.

Q. Who is Bob? Do you know who Bob 1s?

A. No,Idon’t know.
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Q. Okay. And do you know who Kathie is?

A. No, Y do not.

Q. And there’s a reference to three telephone numbers. Do you
know whose numbers those are?

A. No, 1 do not.

Q. And do you know what the reference on page one of Exhibit 1
that states “no calls during that time” means?

A. No, I do not.

McKee Dep. 47:10-24.

Deputy Chief McKee also could not identify basic information such as account
numbers or users of particular phones. (McKee Dep. 48:18 — 49:14) Finally, he made
no effort to ascertain the information necessary for an understanding of the content of
the bills:

Q. Okay. Do you know whose handwriting that is on page three of
five of McKee Exhibit 1 where it states “Bill Johnson™?

A. No, sir.
Q. Okay. Did you attempt to determine whose handwriting that is?
A. Neo, sir.

Q. Okay. Allright. And then down below on page three there calls
8 through 16 are listed. Do you see that?
A. Uh-huh. Yes, sir.

¥ ok %

Q. Okay. Did you make any inquiry to find out if there were seven
calls that were redacted?

A. No, sir.

Q. Okay. Similarly, did you make any inquiries to determine
whether or not there were any calls after call number 16?

A. No, sir.

Q. Okay. Do you know whether or not Bill Johnson was assigned
the cell phone number 702-379-93927

A. No, sir.

Q. Do you recognize, do you know any of the telephone calls that
were made or received from numbers 8 through 16 on page three of
McKee Exhibit 1?

A. The only thing I would be able to say, that the 229, the very
first number, 3810, that’s dispatch.

Okay.

But other than that, I have no idea.

Okay. Did you make any inquiry of Bill Johnson to ask him?
No.

> O PO

McKee Dep. 51:5 - 54:7.
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In fact, the foregoing are only a few examples of Metro’s Rule 30(b)(6)
violations. Many other violations are summarized in Table 1, Rule 30(b)(6)
Violations/Sanctions, which lists the Rule 30(b)(6) designees, the categories for which

they were designated, and a portion of their deposition testimony illustrating their lack
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of preparedness on those different issues.

These depositions establish that Metro violated its obligations under Rule

30(b)(6) and the July 15 Order. “Producing an unprepared witness is tantamount to a

failure to appear” at a deposition. United States v. Taylor, 166 F.R.D. 356, 363

(M.D.N.C.), aff’d, 166 F.R.D. 367 (1996). Organizations like Metro must designate

knowledgeable persons for Rule 30(b)(6) depositions and prepare them to answer

questions abo

ut the designated subject matter fully and unevasively. If the designated

persons do not have personal knowledge of these matters, the organization must

“prepare the designees so that they may give knowledgeable and binding answers for

the [organization].” Taylor, 166 F.R.D. at 361. Accord DeToy v. City and County of

San Francisco, 196 F.R.D. 362, 365-66 (N.D. Cal. 2002).

Indeed

requirements:

, another district court recently confirmed the nature of Rule 30(b)(6)’s

Fabiano’s counsel is quite simply wrong in his assertion that
the Fabiano sons did not have a duty to educate themselves
about the 30(b)(6) topics. Indeed, the law 1s well-
established that a 30(b)(6) deponent does have an
affirmative obligation to educate himself as to the matters
regarding the corporation.

Rule 30(b)(6) explicitly requires [a company] to have
persons testify on its behalf as to all matters known or
reasonably available to it and, therefore, implicitly requires
persons to review all matters known or reasonably available
to it in preparation for the 30(b)(6) deposition. This
interpretation is necessary in order to make the deposition a
meaningful one and to prevent the “sandbagging” of an
opponent by conducting a half-hearted inquiry before the
deposition but a thorough and vigorous one before the trial.
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Calzaturficio v. Fabiano Shoe Company, Inc., 201 F.R.D. 33, 36 (D. Mass. 2001).
Here, however, Metro made no effort to comply with these requirements, flaunting this

Court’s orders and thwarting the DeLews’ reasonable discovery requests.

B. The Metro Defendants’ Discovery
Violations Warrant Severe Sanctions.

Rule 37(b)(2) authorizes the Court to impose sanctions when a party “fails to
obey an order to provide or permit discovery.” These sanctions must be tailored to fit
the offense, but include entering a default judgment against the offending party;
refusing to allow the disobedient party to oppose or support designated claims or
defenses; and establishing certain designated facts in accordance with a party’s claim.
Lewis v. Telephone Employees Credit Union, 87 F.3d 1537, 1558 (9™ Cir. 1996);
Fed.R.Civ.P. 37(b)(2).

Similarly, Rule 37(d) provides for substantial sanctions where a party fails to
produce a proper Rule 30(b)(6) witness. The court may order that designated facts be
deemed established; refuse to allow the disobedient party to introduce evidence
opposing claims or supporting defenses; strike pleadings; or enter a default judgment.
CFTC v. Noble Metals Int’l, Inc., 67 F.3d 766, 771 (9”' Cir. 1995) (affirming order that

all allegations of complaints would be deemed established).

Rule 37(b)(2) sanctions (a) assure that a party will not benefit from its own non-
compliance; (b) elicit compliance with the order; and (¢) deter “flagrant disobedience
and callous disregard” of discovery requests. United States v. Sumitomo Marine & Fire
Ins. Co., 617 F.2d 1365, 1370 (9" Cir. 1980). Sanctions “must be applied diligently
both ‘to penalize those whose conduct may be deemed to warrant such a sanction, [and]
to deter those who might be tempted to such conduct in the absence of such a
deterrent.” ” Roadway Express, Inc. v. Piper, 447 U.S. 752, 763-64 (1980) (citation

omitted). Where, as here, a party’s discovery violations persist after “months of delays
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and failures to comply,” severe sanctions are essential to serve the purposes of Rule
37(b). Sumitomo, 617 F.2d at 1369-70.

At a minimum, the Court should confirm that Metro 1s precluded from offering
evidence at trial opposing the municipal liability claim. Under the July {5 Order, Metro
cannot offer this evidence “unless and until [it] comes into full compliance regarding
Plaintiffs’ First and Second Requests for Production of Documents.” (Ex. 211, July 15
Order at 5:2-3) As demonstrated above, Metro has nof met this condition.

Accordingly, the July 15 Order is self-executing and Metro is barred from offering any
¢vidence in opposition to the municipal liability claim.

But Metro’s conduct is so egregious, it surely calls for a more serious sanction.
Despite this Court’s prior sanctions and its express warning concerning the
consequences of continued non-compliance, Metro chose not to respond to the
document requests at issue and not to comply with its Rule 30(b)(6) obligations. This
misconduct justifies an order deeming the following facts established for purposes of
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim: Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in
Plaintiffs’ Amended Complaint, pp. 16-17, 1§ A. — K., (#55), were a moving force or
cause of the alleged constitutional violations and constitute deliberate indifference to

the constitutional rights of citizens subjected to them.

In addition, the Metro Defendants’ other discovery violations are equally serious
and equally sanctionable. For each of the other document requests and Rule 30(b)(6)
categories that remain unanswered, the Court should (a) rule that the facts to which the
discovery was directed have been established; and (b) preclude the Metro Defendants
from offering any evidence on the issue. See Tables | and 2. These sanctions are
tailored to fit the discovery violations, and are warranted to cure the prejudice that the
Delews have suffered. Lewis, 87 F.3d at 1558, Adriana Int'l Corp. v. Kunz, 913 F.2d

1406, 1412 (9" Cir. 1990). To assist the Court, Tables 1 and 2 identify each of the
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discovery requests with which the Metro Defendants have not complied, and the
evidentiary and issue sanctions that should be granted.

The Metro Defendants’ discovery violations have directly impaired the DeLews’
efforts to prepare their case. Many of the document requests with which the Metro
Defendants have refused to comply and the Rule 30(b)(6) categories for which Metro
did not produce a properly-prepared witness are essential to the DeLews’ ability to
prove their constitutional violation claims and their municipal liability claim. (Ex. 211,
July 15 Order 3:14-15 (#183) (finding that “Metro’s failure to produce documents and
knowledgeable Rule 30(b)(6) witnesses has . . . prevented plaintiffs from garnering the
evidence, if such exists, to prove its case at trial™)). Accord DeToy, 196 F.R.D. at 365.

In other words, the Metro Defendants’ non-compliance “constituted a clear
interference with the plaintiffs’ ability to prove the claims and to obtain a decision in
the case. The existence of prejudice is palpable.” Wanderer v. Johnson, 910 F.2d 652,
656 (9 Cir. 1990). Accord Commodity Futures Trading Comm 'n v. Noble Metals int’l,
Inc., 67 F.3d 766, 771 (9 Cir. 1995) (defendants’ “willful refusal to comply with the
Court’s order severely prejudiced the government’s ability to make its case”); Adriana,
913 F.2d at 1412 (prejudice established by defendants’ “repeated failure . . . to appear
at scheduled depositions compounded by their continuing refusal to comply with court-
ordered production of documents™).

Morcover, the Court has not only considered less drastic sanctions, the Court has
actually imposed them seven other times — all to no avail. See supra at4 n.l. The
Court expressly warned Metro that “future noncompliance with its discovery
obligations or this court’s orders will result in a recommendation that a default
judgment be entered.” (July 15 Order at 4:21-23) Metro nonetheless chose to defy this
warning.

Although this flagrant disregard of the July 15 Order warrants entry of default

judgment on the municipal liability claim, Plaintiffs are not seeking this severe sanction
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for various appellate and strategic reasons. Instead, Plaintiffs are willing to accept the
evidentiary and issue sanctions they have requested, in an effort to remedy the gross
prejudice created by the Metro Defendants’ discovery violations and to advance the
case to trial promptly. Ninth Circuit cases furnish ample authority for this request.

For instance, in Wanderer, the Ninth Circuit upheld a $25 million default
judgment because the defendants had been expressly warned that such a sanction was
possible, yet persisted in ‘exhibit[ing] complete indifference to these warnings, the
order of [the] court, and their discovery obligations.” 910 F.2d at 655. Similarly, n
CFTC, the Ninth Circuit affirmed a sanction order that deemed the allegations of the
complaint to be established because the defendants had repeatedly refused to designate
a Rule 30(b)(6) witness. 67 F.3d at 772. Here, the Metro Defendants’ violations are as
egregious as those at issue in Wanderer and CFTC, yet the sanctions the DeLews seck
are far less severe. Thus, Wanderer and CFTC fully support these sanctions.

III. CONCLUSION

Plaintiffs respectfully urge the Court to enter the following orders:

a. (i) deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability
claim that Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended
Complaint, pp. 16-17, 11 A. - K, (#55), were a moving force or cause of the alleged
constitutional violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional
rights of citizens subjected to them; or,

(ii) in the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial
opposing Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim;

b. as to each discovery request with which the Metro Defendants have not
complied, deem the facts to which the discovery was directed to be established, and
prohibit the Metro Defendants from introducing at trial evidence pertaining to the
subjects or issues to which the discovery was directed, as set forth more specifically in

Tables | and 2;

20




10
11
12
13
14

c. require the Metro Defendants to pay the reasonable expenses that the
DeLews have incurred as a result of the Metro Defendants’ non-compliance, including
attorney’s fees and costs in connection with the Rule 30(b)(6) depositions listed in
Table L, Rule 30(b)(6) Violations/Sanctions, and in preparing and filing this motion;
and

d. impose other sanctions the Court deems just and proper to redress the
Metro Defendants’ deliberate disregard of the DeLews’ discovery requests and this
Court’s discovery orders.

Dated this (¥ @ay of December, 2002.

o Tty . el

Daniel T. Foley Esq.
FOLEY & FOLE

850 E. Bonneville Avenue
Las Vegas, NV 89101

Timothy M. Rastello, Esq.
HOLLAND & HART v1e
1050 Walnut Street

Suite 500

Boulder, CO 80302-5144

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS
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AFFIDAVIT OF TIMOTHY M. RASTELLO

STATE OF COLORADO )
)ss.
COUNTY OF BOULDER )

TIMOTHY M. RASTELLO, being first duly sworn, deposes and states as
follows:

1. I am a partner in the law firm of Holland & Hart iie. 1am one of the
attorneys retained to represent Michael C. DeLew, individually, Michael C. DeLew, as
Special Administrator of the Estate of Erin Rae DeLew, H. Roy Mayberry and Vicki
Mayberry in this case, and I am personally competent to testify to the matters contained
herein.

2. This Affidavit is offered in support of Plaintiffs' Motion to Enforce
July 15, 2002 Sanctions Order (#183) and Motion for Sixth Sanctions Order.

3. After Plaintiffs propounded their First Request for Production of
Documents in December 2000, Metro’s counsel, Peter Angulo, represented to me that
Metro could not produce Traffic Accident Reports and DUI Arrest Reports during the
most relevant years — 1990-1995 -— because Metro destroys such reports after five
years. Based on these representations, [ narrowed Plaintiffs’ First Request Nos. 4 and 5
to reports to the years 1996 and 1997. (Pltfs’ Reply, Aug. 8, 2001, n. 2, 8:21-24 (#98))
The Court accepted and adopted these narrowed requests in its Order of August 15,
2001 (Ex. 206, Order dated Aug. 15, 2001, 2:15-19 (#100)).

4. During the August 2002 Rule 30(b)(6) deposition of Tracy Lang, Metro’s
person most knowledgeable (“PMK?”) for record retention, I was stunned to learn that
Metro maintains DUI Arrest Reports for 85 years (or five years after death of
individual) and Traffic Accident Reports permanently on microfiche (and hard copies
for 10 years). (Lang Dep. 20:3-12, 20:19-21:2; Ex. 204) Metro never did produce the

originally requested Traffic Accident Reports or DUI Arrest Reports for the years 1990-
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1994, which would have provided the most probative evidence of the Metro
Defendants’ standard operating procedures in other DUI and fatal traffic cases and the
special treatment given to Officer Wagner’s wife.

5. Although Metro produced Traffic Accident Reports and DUI Arrest
Reports for 1996-1997, it provided only redacted copies of these reports. During the
June 13, 2002 hearing on Plaintiffs’ three discovery motions, Plaintitfs argued that
Metro’s redaction of these Fatal Traffic Accident Reports and DUI Arrest Reports was
improper and in violation of the Court’s prior discovery orders and Protective Order.
Metro’s counsel stated that he did not understand that the Court’s Protective Order
applied to such documents, even though the Protective QOrder expressly states it applies
to “all” documents produced in the case. The Court unambiguously advised Metro’s
counsel that it did apply and that Metro should produce the unredacted reports.

(Ex. 210, Hearing Trans. June 13, 2002 at 30 (#190)) Metro’s counsel stated that he
would do so. (/d.)

6. Despite the Court’s admonition during the hearing, its subsequent Order
of July 15, 2002 (the “July 15 Order”), and Metro’s counsel’s representation that Metro
would promptly comply, Metro did not produce unredacted copies of the previously-
produced redacted Fatal Traffic Accident Reports and DUI Arrest Reports in Response
to the First Requests Nos. 4, 5 and 6. (Leffler Aff. 495, 6, and 7; Ex. 210, Hearing
Trans. June 13, 2002 at 30 (#190)).

7. As this Court is no doubt aware, perhaps the most critical documents in
the case are the reports of other traffic collisions and DUI incidents involving Metro
off-duty officers and their immediate family members. Plaintiffs have gone to great
lengths to obtain documents responsive to Request No. 6, which seeks documents at the
heart of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability custom and policy claim. Metro initially claimed
that it would be too burdensome to identify and produce responsive documents. The

Court rejected this argument in its August 15, 2001 Order, and directed Metro to

“r
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produce the documents. (Ex. 206, Order dated Aug. 15, 2001) Metro moved for
reconsideration. Metro asserted that it had identified 55 reports as a result of a
department-wide e-mail inquiry, but resisted doing more, again claiming the request
was too burdensome. (Metro Motion for Reconsideration at 11-12, Aug. 29, 2001
(#106)) Metro attached the Affidavit of Lt. John Thornton, who explained the steps that
would be necessary to produce the requested documents. The Court re-affirmed its
earlier Order, but narrowed the time period from ten to five years. (Ex. 207, Order
dated December 3, 2001)

8. When Metro still refused to comply, Plaintiffs filed the Motion for
Sanctions that led to the July 15, Order. Despite the plain language of that Order, the
Metro Defendants still have not produced these documents. Lieutenant Moody was
Metro’s designated Rule 30(b)(6) witness on this subject matter. During his depositior,
Lt. Moody acknowledged that the steps Lt. Thornton identified as necessary to identify
and produce the requested documents had not been undertaken, despite the Court’s
reduction of the discoverable time period from ten years to five years. (Moody Dep.
87:9-17, 88:6-13, 93:7-10) Moreover, the Metro Defendants have refused to produce
unredacted copies of the 55 reports identified via the e-mail inquiry, in direct violation
of the Court’s express order to do so. (Ex. 210, June 13, 2002 Hearing Transcript at 17-
18 (#190); Leffler Aff. §17) Consequently, Metro has never disclosed the contact
information of persons similarly situated to the DeLew family (i e., citizens involved in
traffic collisions with Metro off-duty officers and their family members), despite the
Court’s plain orders to do so. It is worth noting that Metro employs 200 people in its
Records Bureau and that it had ample resources (both human and computer) to identify
and produce responsive documents. (Lang Dep. 22:23-23:11, 41:9-23, 43:17-20)

9. Three weeks prior to the Rule 30(b)(6) depositions, I asked Metro’s
counsel to identify the Metro person or family member listed in the 55 redacted reports

so that I could study the reports before the PMK depositions and prepare my questions
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regarding them, (See TMR letter to Peter Angulo dated Aug. 7, 2002, Ex. 217)
Mr. Angulo did not respond to my inquiry until more than two months later, which was
six weeks afrer the Court-ordered deadline for completing the 30(b)(6) depositions.
(See Letter from Peter Angulo to Timothy Rastello dated Oct. 11, 2002, Ex. 221}

10.  Metro also refused to produce the requested IAB files by August 9, 2002,
as ordered by the Court. Metro had to have known that in order to properly respond to
the discovery request and the Court’s Orders, it would need to briefly review each file
to determine whether it fairly fell within the boundaries of the document request. This
is required because the IAB Logs themselves are so cryptic, it is not possible in most
cases to determine the nature of the underlying misconduct. (Flynn Dep. 66:4-67:11,
Moody Dep. 78:16-79:1) I have attached to this affidavit as Exhibit 201 a few sample
pages of the IAB Logs. As the Court can see, and as Metro’s Rule 30(b)(6) witnesses
acknowledged, one would need to briefly review each file to determine its
discoverability under the Court’s Order. (Flynn Dep. 66:4-67:11, Moody Dep. 78:16-
79:1)

11. However, rather than undertake the necessary review, as the Court so
much as ordered for yet the third time in the July 15 Order, Metro sent the Logs to
Plaintiffs’ counsel, stating that Plaintiffs’ counsel could review the Logs and determine
for itself which files fell within the discovery requests. Metro knew full well that such
a determination could not be made from the Logs themselves. (Flynn Dep. 66:4-67:11,
Moody Dep. 78:17-79:1) Yet, it flatly refused to undertake the necessary review.

12.  With the impending Court-ordered deadlines for production of documents
(August 9) and for completion of the Rule 30(b)(6) depositions (August 30), I became
alarmed that Metro, once again, would prevent Plaintiffs from obtaining crucial
discovery needed to establish Plaintiffs’ constitutional violation claims. Consequently,
I faxed letters to Metro’s counsel, requesting that Metro at least produce the two-page

“Brief of Complaint” for files I had randomly selected from the IAB list. (See Letter
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from Timothy Rastello to Peter Angulo dated Aug. 7, 2002, Ex.216) I informed Metro
that expeditious production of these two-page “Briefs of Complaint” was required in
order to permit Plaintiffs to obtain, review, and use the IAB files during the upcoming
Rule 30(b)(6) depositions, which had to be completed by August 30, 2002.

13. The parties had scheduled the Rule 30(b)(6) depositions from August 20,
2002 through August 30, 2002, in accordance with the July 15 Order. At the end of the
deposition on August 27, Metro produced some of the requested Briefs of Complaints
for 1998 and 1999. Of course, at this point, it was too late for me to read, analyze, and
use the Briefs of Complaints or any related IAB files during the remaining Rule
30(b)(6) depositions. In addition, in its August 27 production, Metro noted that it could
not locate more than 50% of the requested IAB cases. (Metro’s Aug. 27, 2002
Supplemental Response, Ex. 219) After the Rule 30(b)(6) depositions, Metro belatedly
continued to produce IAB documents, which could not undo its failure to comply with
the Court’s Order to provide Plaintiffs with these critical documents hefore the
Rule 30(b)(6) depositions.

14, As the Court may recall, it ordered Metro to provide discovery regarding
the 911 call placed from Sheriff Keller’s home except as to the “circumstances that led
to the 911 call.” (Minutes of Court June 20, 2001 (#68)) The Court ruled during the
June 20, 2001 telephonic hearing that discovery of Metro’s response to and

investigation of the 911 call was appropriate. The Court stated:

On the other hand, the extent, if any, to which there was a
cover up involved in -- as a result of this 911 call, for
discovery purposes in this case is an appropriate area of
inquiry. * * ¥ So the motion is granted, but only to the
extent that there shall be no inquiry into the personal
circumstances that gave rise to the 911 call., Other than that,
the plaintiff will be free to inquire into relevant matters
relating to policies and alleged cover-up.

(Transcript of Hearing June 20, 2001 p. 15 (#75)) Metro’s PMK witness for this subject
matter was Richard McKee. During the McKee deposition, Metro’s counsel instructed

McKee not to answer any questions regarding the briefing Sheriff Keller gave McKee
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and others following the 911 call. (McKee Dep. 101:15-102:2) McKee was not
prepared to answer whether any reports were prepared relating to this 911 call from
Keller’s home (even though Keller had earlier testified that he had prepared a report)
and he did not do a search in the Records Bureau to see if any reports existed or ask
Keller for a copy of the report Keller had testified he had prepared. (McKee Dep.
131:7-9, 134:19-135:11, 136:8-10) McKee did not inquire of any of the people who
were responstble for handling the evidence to see if any shell casings or bullets were
preserved. (McKee Dep. 105:19-106:1, 136:16-18) McKee did not inquire regarding
the identity of the Metro officers responding to the 911 call from Keller’s residence or
of the dispaicher who took the 911 call. (McKee Dep. 115:12-15, 117:11-18) All in
all, Metro was successful at blocking discovery of this key event, in defiance of the
Court’s Orders.

Dated this | 7day of December 2002.

%T(%M

TIMOTHY MPRASTELLO

COUNTY OF BOULDER )
) ss.
STATE OF COLORADO )

SUBSCRIBED AND SW

My Commission Expires: My Commission Expires 06/03/2006
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AFFIDAVIT OF CAROL J. LEFFLER

STATE OF COLORADO )
CITY & COUNTY OF DENVER ; >

Carol J. Leffler, being of lawful age and first duly sworn, upon her oath states
that:

1. I am a legal assistant employed by Holland & Hart and the legal assistant
assigned to this case. I am responsible for the initial review, inventory, and control of
all documents produced by Defendants. I am submitting this Affidavit in support of
Plaintiffs’ Motion to Enforce July 15, 2002 Sanctions Order (#183) and Motion for
Sixth Sanctions Order. I have personal knowledge of the statements made in this
Affidavit and could competently testify to such statements. The documents attached to
this Affidavit, the Affidavit of Timothy M. Rastello, and the Exhibits to Plaintiffs’
Motion are true and accurate copies of our original documents.

2. [ have made a comprehensive review of all documents produced by
Defendant Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department (“Metro™) and the individually
named Metro Defendants (collectively, with “Metro,” the “Metro Defendants™) since
December 2000. The purpose of this review was to inventory and index all documents
produced by the Metro Defendants by document request number, and to identify and
summarize the documents Plaintiffs requested from the Metro Defendants, but never
received.

3. First Request/No.1: Metro did not produce the original or 2 back-up copy

of the September 27, 1994 magnetic reel-to-reel tape recordings of the radio and
telephone communications, as requested in Plaintiffs’ First Request No. 1. Plaintiffs
subpoenaed these tapes on November 10, 1994, in the state wrongful death suit,
DeLew v. Wagner, when the original magnetic tape and back-up magnetic tape were
still in existence. Metro produced a cassette tape containing selected communications

made on September 27, 1994. Nonc of the communications contained on the cassette




10
11
12
13
14
I5
16
17

18
19

20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

L S’

tape indicates the time the communication was made or the channel from which such
communication was made. Plaintiffs again requested the original or back-up copy of
the magnetic reel-to-reel tape. Metro never produced it.

4. First Request/No.3: In response to the Court’s Order of July 15, 2002,

Metro did not produce any IAB reports responsive to First Request No. 3 prior to the
August 9, 2002 Court-ordered deadline. On August 27, 2002, Metro began produced
some portions of certain IAB files for the years 1998 and 1999, but disclosed that it
could not locate more than 50% of the responsive files. (See Ex. 215, Metro
Defendants’ Twenty-First Supplemental Response dated Aug. 27, 2002) Metro did not
produce any additional IAB files before the conclusion of the Rule 30(b)(6) or PMK
depositions on August 30, 2002,

5. First Request/No.4: On April 18, 2002, the Metro Defendants produced

redacted Traffic Accident Reports in response to First Request No. 4. All information
regarding witnesses and victims was redacted from these Traffic Accident Reports. 1
understand that at the June 13, 2002 Hearing, the Court told Metro Defendants’ counsel
that redaction was improper, and that counsel said unredacted copies would be
produced. The Metro Defendants never did produce unredacted copies of these Traffic

Accident Reports.
6. First Request/No.5: On May 2, 2002, the Metro Defendants produced

DUI Arrest Reports in response to First Request No. 5. All identifying information for
all victims and witnesses was redacted from these reports. After the June 13, 2002
hearing, the Metro Defendants did not produce unredacted copies of these DUI Arres:
Reports.

7. First Request/No.6: Between February 2002 and May 2002, the Metro

Defendants produced Traffic Accident Reports in response to First Request No. 6. All
identifying information for all victims and witnesses was redacted from these reports,
After the June 13, 2002 hearing, the Metro Defendants did not produce unredacted

copies these reports.
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8. Second Request/No. 6: On July 24, 2002, in response to Plaintiffs’

Second Request No. 6, the Metro Defendants did not produce the pre-employment
screening materials for Keller, Pribyl, Roshak, and Thornton. On September 3, 2002,
after the Rule 30(b)(6) depositions had concluded, Metro produced the pre-employment
screening materials for Sheriff Keller. Metro never produced pre-employment

screening materials for Metro Defendants Pribyl, Roshak, and Thornton.

9. Second Request/No. 14: Lt. Moody testified that he made a copy of each
Notice of Claim and gave the copies to Metro's counsel (Moody Dep. 51:24-52:17).
However, the Metro Defendants did not produce any Notices of Claim responsive to No.
14 or any claim files at all. (Moody Dep. 70:22-71:6, 84:4-17) The Metro Defendants
did not produce a copy of the only two Notices identified in their August 9, 2002
Response. (See Ex. 218, Metro Defendants’ Sixth Supplemental Response to Second
Requests served Aug. 9, 2002)

10.  Second Request/No. 15: Lt. Moody testified that Metro’s computer

systems track every civil action filed against any Metro officer from receipt of the
complaint through payment or settlement. (Moody Dep. 40:8-41:1, 42:18-43:3, 48:]7-
49:1, 50:6-14) Lt. Moody testified that a list of civil actions could have been generated
from Metro’s computer databases. (Moody Dep. 51:24-53:3) Metro did not produce
any list of civil actions responsive to No. 15. Instead, the Metro Defendants produced a
copy of a publicly available list required of all police agencies by Nevada law, which
contains only the claimant’s name, the identity of one of the asserted claims, and the
amount demanded and paid. A sample of the list is attached as Ex. 202 to Plaintiff’s
Motion. The list does not contain any information about any civil action or civil
complaint (or whether one was even filed), or any identifying or contact information
about the claimant, his counsel, or any witnesses. Even though Lt. Moody made a copy
of each civil complaint for Metro’s counsel to produce in this action (Moody Dep.
51:24-52:17), a copy of the civil complaints was not produced in response to either No.

15 or No. 20. Second Request No. 20 (and the Court’s July 15 Order) required




~N N R W

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18

19
20
21
22
23
24

26
27
28

o’ o’

production of “All records of the investigations of the citizen or administrative
complaints as described in Nos. 13-19 above” (emphasis added).

1. Second Request/No. 17: The Metro Defendants did not produce any

Accident Review Board Reports. (Moody Dep. 59:22-60:1,83:15-24, 96:18-97:7) The
only documents produced in response to No. 17 of the Second Request were “yearly
summaries” of the Accident Review Board Reports, but not the Reports themselves.
(See Ex. 218, Metro Defendants’ Sixth Supplemental Response to Second Requests
served Aug. 9, 2002)

12, Second Request/No. 18: The Metro Defendants have not produced any

documents from the Risk Manager’s office as requested by Plaintiffs and ordered by the
Court in its July 15, 2002 Order. Not a single claim file or investigative file from the
Risk Manager’s Office was produced, nor was a privilege'log of withheld documents
produced. (Moody Dep. 70:22-71:6, 84:4-17, 96:18-25). (See Ex. 218, Metro
Defendants’ Sixth Supplemental Response to Second Requests served Aug. 9, 2002)

13.  Second Request/No_ 19: No. 19 requests a copy of the citizen and

administrative complaints falling within seven categories. In response to the Court’s
July 15 Order, the Metro Defendants produced a copy of the very cryptic Internal
Affairs Bureau logs—but none of the complaints themselves. (See Ex. 218, Metro
Defendants’ Sixth Supplemental Response to Second Requests served Aug. 9, 2002)
Metro did not begin producing responsive documents until August 27, 2002, well after
the August 9, 2002 deadline and after most of the PMK depositions had been taken.
14. Second Request/No. 20: No. 20 of the Second Request (and the Court’s

July 15 Order) requires production of “All records of the investigations of the citizen or
administrative complaints as described in Nos. 13-19 above” (underlining added). In
their Response, served on August 9, 2002, the deadline set by the Court’s July 15, 2002
Order, the Metro Defendants did not submit any additional records. Instead, the Metro

Defendants referred to the cryptic Internal Affairs Logs and stated:
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Additionally, if after Plaintiffs review the IAB logs they

[Plaintiffs] determine that files were not produced which

relate to the issues mentioned in Nos. 13-19, then every

effort will be made to supplement with those additional

records.
The Logs generally did not contain enough information to tell whether the complaint
fell within the categories identified in Nos. 13-19. T have attached as Ex. 201 a few
sample pages of the Logs. The Metro Defendants did not begin producing responsive
documents until August 27, 2002, well after the August 9, 2002 deadline and after most
of the PMK depositions had been taken. (Rastello Aff. 913).

15.  Second Request/No. 21: The Metro Defendants produced three Quality

Assurance Bureau audits of the Internal Affairs Bureau dated April 1990, June 1992,
and October 2000. On September 19, 2002, after completion of the Rule 30(b)(6) or
PMK depositions, the Metro Defendants produced annual Staff Inspection Reports of
the Internal Affairs Bureau for 1997 and 1999. No other annual Reports or other
documents were produced for the other requested years (1991, 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996,
1998 and 2001).

16.  Second Request/No. 24: The Metro Defendants did not produce any

documents responsive to the Second Request No. 24 (hearing records of disciplinary

actions). (See Ex. 218, Metro Defendants’ Sixth Supplemental Response to Second

Requests served Aug. 9, 2002)

17.  Second Request/No. 25: The Metro Defendants did not produce any

additional documents after the Court issued its July 15, 2002 Order. Unredacted copies
of the 55 previously produced Traffic Accident Reports involving immediate family
members of Metro officers were not produced.

18.  Second Request/No. 26: The Metro Defendants did not identify or

produce any DUI reports for any Metro Defendant or immediate family member of a

Metro Defendant.
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19.  Second Request/No. 32: The Metro Defendants withheld responsive

documents such as the Risk Manager’s claim files and investigative files (Moody Dep.
70:22-71:6, 84:4-17, 96:18-25), but did not produce a privilege log.

20.  To the best of my knowledge and belief, the above statements are true and
correct, and, if called as a witness, I could and would competently testify to those facts.

Dated this _[q day of December 2002.

(ot () %W/M,

Carol J. Leffler ¥

Subscribed and sworn to before me by Carol J. Leffler this _’M_Aay of
December 2002.

My Commission Expires: M_QM%Q_QLZOOS

Notafy Public

M)mmdm%

3024559_2.DOC




J G 3UD)0) YVIOLATIONS



(‘reonuapr -€1:0€ ‘€1-2:9T ‘L1-6:5T "da@ Dysi03e7)
ale 9Z-47 “1Z-L1 ST ‘F1'soN/baY ‘uonyisodap N4 sty 10y uoreredard
puC PUE 19 PUE € "SON/DY [ ‘HH ur ‘3o8urp Jjueysiapu) ‘se1oijod ay) jo
pue 4 ‘O ‘W “1 Y ‘9 ‘D ‘v sau03a1ed 1o1ne ay1 Jo sxmmburt o) jdwaye Aue syew
M 10 s1sanbay suonoues) oy pip 10N (8:1¢ — 71:87 "dag 1ys103e7)
‘YIeopP S, MIT(] ULl I91Je SYIUOW maj
‘wire[ds Ayiqey| jedounw  sjynure(d B PaLINooo yoIym ‘sararfod ay) o} sedueyd
3uisoddo [e11) 18 20usplAd FUII3]jO a1 parendisaad yegm A11juapr jou
v woly ondy Hqryoid ‘vaneuIs)e Yy U pInoo 1ys108e7 (8:1¢-€1:0€ ‘91-+:67 ‘LI
-T1:87 “€1-L:9T ‘L1-6:5T "do( 1ys1oTe7)
"Waly) 0} paidalqns suaznId Jo "I2)e] syluolm m3] € 31 Pale)sural uoy)
S1Y311 [BUOTININISUOD S} O} SOUDIYJIPUL pue uonessaaui-J[as a[os jo Aorjed ay)
2jelaqIfap aInjIisuod pue sUONE[OIA PAPUIISATI 1SIIT YOIUM AmmnmNg pue m&-Nov
[euOIIN)IISUO0D PaSI[[e Y] JO Isned SI9PI() 661 oM} Surpn[oul uoljesIiseaul
10 92103 Juraowr e oxom ‘jurejduwo)) -J19s 9108 Jo Ao110d s 0110 Suipiedal
Papuslly  sjrnuie]d Ul paljnuspl suorsanb ramsue o] a[qeun sem Isi0FeZ
se ‘swo)snod pue saidijod s 011914 12Y) ) o o
wre(o Ayiqer] edofunur spnure(d o BTEELI0E 1y dod
30 sosodind ay) 10J POYSI[QEISS 11 WAB 1ys103ez) ‘sofueyo Aorjod ¢g61 0m) o) enuelNy QdIW AT 2} pue
: : guipiedal a[1] JuswodeURI JO 921330 o) [ENUBJN SUOTIBSTISOAUT JUIPIIDY B
soto1[0d 2591 01 P3IOA[qNS SUGZNIO Io o[y Suruue[d % mu:o,:.o oowﬁo o JUQWAdIOJUH neaing QEEW AdINAT
J0 s1y311 oY) 0] 90ULISJJIPUI 9)BISQI[SP pEI JoU PIp nisi08ez (61:£-67:9 "daq oy3 4o uonela1diojul ay) ‘o) pajIwiy
SINIEISUOD SUOISIP Ao1j0d §, 0113IN uui|q) 'uonjisodop sy 10J uoneiedaid 1ou jnq ‘Juipnpoul yuasaid sy} 0] 0661
~ JeU} PUE SUCHE[OIA [FUOHRISUOD Ul [BNUBY SUONBINSIAUT 21Jjel] WOl sIdquisw AIWIB] S)eIP2 W 1191}
‘M poSa[[e o1} JO 3SNED 10 3010] FUIAOW puU® JUSWSdI0JUY neaing .QEEH S 0NN PUE SI1921]]J0 OIIA wE>_o>E_mEoEoE
3} 510/ UONESSIAUI-F[3S JO saroT[od M31A31 jOU PIp ULA[] "V A10331e)) 10] [RUTWLID pue 2yjes) urnednsaaul
s, 0107\ 1R SI[qRISO 0} pausisop sassouwllm A 2} st 1sio8e7z [QBYIIN 0} w:_:.:wtom aonoeid pue sinpadsoxd
sem 1501DOI AIBAOOSIP SIY) OSNEOSE pue uui],] puowAey PalJIIuapr o1 Korjod s ono VY Ad1089)8)
7007 ‘0€ ¥sn3ny Aq SIS MINd»
SUOnE[OIA 10 (9)(q)og 21y d[qeadpajmouyy e 123fqng
§,01)9JA] 10 suonpoueg ANeadorddy IdxMporIJ OL I3PIO 00T pajeudisag MIAd 0 (9)(q)o€ A0y
‘CT AInf Jo SUODEB[OIA S, 00)3N Jo Joouq




ol

)

se ‘swolsnd pue sa1s1od s 01N
1Ryl wield Afiqel fediouniu sjynute]d
Jo sasodind ay) 10] paysyqeiss )1 waag

:SUOTIR[O1A
padaje ay) Jo 22107 Sulsow 10

asned 91} 21om sao1108ad pur swoISND
yons 1ey) pue ‘sIY31I [RUOTINITISUOD
SUIZTID 0] DOUDISJIPUL

9jeIaqi[ep ul £JTUNWWOD JUSMSII0JUS
me| 9y} Jo stequaw Sunoajold jo
ssonpoeld pue swoisnd s 019 2401d
0] PaposU SEM AISA0DSIP SIY) asnedag

[ e Y DU
UAJ]) "AdU23E ]

u SUI20i0JUa mel Iojjjoue
Jo jsanbar ay) je pajonpuod suolje3I)saAul
10 sj10dal 21B00[ 0} 1IBIS 03 aJaym

MOUY JOU P[NOm 91 }BY) PAIJI}SI) puk
L6GT PUR [66] U29am12q SUoNeS11S2A U]
[eUIWLID SUINIOM JOU SEMm UUA]]

“1orJ U] "AouaF® JUSWIIIOJUD ME[ ID()OUER
Jo 1sanba1 oy} 12 onaN £q uayellapun
suonednssaul feurmd jo syodar 10

BB AUB MBIA2I JOU PIP a1 12} pPaNIuIpe
oY -eate 10alqns s1y3 105 uoneredasd u
3urAue Ma1ALI 10U PIP 9Y JBY] pA1IWpe
“UUATf puowAry ‘ssauiim YINJ S, 0NN

Juasald a3 03 0661
wo1y Aouade JUSWIIIOJUS mE| Io1}OUE

Jo 1sonbai oy 1® one £q uayeirspun
suoes)saAUl [BUTWILID 10 JUOPIOJE
oyjJel) [[B pue Auy g AJ089)E)

"sarorjod

2501} 0) pajdalgns suUaZnIo Jo s3y3u

3} 0} 20UVIAJJIPUL DIRISQI[OP 2IMIISUOD
PUE SUOIIB[OIA [BUOIIN}I}SUOD PIFa[e

a1 puIyaq 8210J Suraow e aIam sardijed
PUE SUIO)SND S OIISTAl JBY) YSIJqe)sa

0} POpPoaU SEM UOIUM ‘SIoqUUSLU AJTWIE]
0JBIpPOWWI I12Y) PUE SIIDIJJO 01O
BUIATOAUT SIUSPIOUT [RUTINLIO pUB OjJen
Sune3dnssaut o3 Jururepad sonoerd pue
ainpasord ‘Aorjod s, 0194 01 10adsar yim
oI}o]N uodn 3urpuiq Auownss) Aue Urejqo
03 9[qeun aJam spjrpureld ‘Ajyusnbasuo)

(8:1¢

suonBlolA
§.01)2IAl 104 suondneg djeridorddy

7007 ‘0€ ISn3ny Ag sassauym (MINd.
10 (9)(q)og 2InYy 21qeadpa[mouy
3dnpoad oL 1PIO 00T
‘ST AInf JO SUONB[OIA S 0J)IA JO JoOI ]

e 33fqng
pajeudisad N 10 (9)(q)og 2Iny




[ag}

sem AIDAOISIP SIY} osnedag

PUR UUA[ PUOWIARY PIYTIUIPI 0N

OI13IA] AQ SUOTIRBT}SOAU] 1)) AI0BI)B))

™

4

(‘Jeonuspl

9Ie 9T-$T ‘1T-L1 §1 ‘p1'soN/bayg

pul PUE [0 pUE ¢ 'SON/DaY (1

‘dPUB O ‘N “TY ‘A ‘D ‘v sauodajed
N d 10J sisenbay suoroueg)

"wie]d AHLqel|

[edotunwmr  syynured 8uisoddo
[eL1) 1B 30USPIAS SULIaJJO WOl
ona 1qjord ‘sAneuIa)[R Y] U]

"Way} o) p2yoslgns suaznio jo

SIYS I [RUCTINITISUCD oY} O} 00UIR]JIpUT
5}eISQI[oP 9)N}IJSUOCO PUB SUOIIB[OIA
Jeuonninsuod pads[e ay) Jo ssned

10 9210] 3uraowl € alom “yurejduro))
papusuly  SjjLule[d Ul paljniuapl

‘sa1a170d asoy) 03 pa1oalqns

SUSZ112 JO SIYS 11 9Y] 0] S0USI3JJIpUl
21BISQI{AP 9IMIISUOD PUR SUONB[OIA
[BUONN}ISU0D padajje 2y} pulyeq 9510
duiaow e s1om so1o01[0od pue swo)sSNO Yons
1eY) pue AIQRI] [BUIWILD PUB [IA]D WOL
Iayjoue suo 3urjosjoxd Jo aoyoeid pue
wolsno uayodsun ue aaey sarouade aorjod
[eoo] 18y} K103Y) SJJIIUIE[J USI[qe)S3 0)
popaau sem Ya1ym ‘Aous3e JusadIojus
Mme] Iayjour Jo 1sanbar oyi je oo

Aq usyepIopuUn sUOI}ET1}S9AUI [BUILIY

10 JuapIaoe d1jjer) 0} 10odsar yiim

one] uodn Fuipuiq Auowr}sa) Aue uiejqo
0] d[qeun 315 sJJzule]d ‘Apjuanbasuo)

(P-1:L¥ ‘€T-9:pp "doQ 1ys108ez) "Aouale
JUSWI30I0JUS MEB] IaYyjoue Jo isanbal 2y} i
uoneINSIAUL UB POIONPUOD OIIBJA YOIUM
ur syuspIout Aue Aynuapl o) sydwaje

Aue oyewW jou pIp pue eale 1d3[qns sy}
1oy uoneredard ur sjuawInoop AUe malAal
10U PIp a1 jey) PaYIWpE 13sI05eZ "IN

‘g A103918)) 10] SSOUIIM B SB

13}s10887Z [9BYDI]N PR1BUIISapP OS[B 0NN

(61-L:91 ‘TT-01:€1 "da@

SUOIE[OIA
$, 0113 10 suondueg errdorddy

7007 ‘0f ISn3ny A sassamyIm I >
10 (9)(q)0€ ANy dfqeadpa3mouy
JanpoaJ oL 13pIO T00Z
‘GY AInf Jo SUOIIBIOIA §,01)3A] JO Joouiq

INeN lqng
pajyeudisa(q YINd 10 (9)(q)og 2Iny




<t

)

L Y
A

a1e 9Z-v7 “17-L1 ST ‘1 SON/DOY

ouT PUE ‘9 pUe ¢ "soN/boy 1

‘dpue Q ‘W TG D Vv serrodojen
A 10] sisenbay suornoues)

“wie(o A[iqer]

[ediounw  syjnure(d Suisoddo
[BL1] J2 30U3pIAS FULIDJJO WOJ
ona 1uqrygoid ‘eAnieuIsije ay) ug

‘woyj o) pajoalqns susznio jo

SIYTLI [BUOTINITISUOD S} O} IOUIIIJIPUT
9)RIDQI[OP 2IN}IISUOD PUEB SUONB[OIA
[eUOTINIISUOD padafie oY} JO I5NED

10 9010} Suraow e a1om ‘Jurejdwo))
papusuly  Sjjhuied Ul payjnuspl

se ‘swolsno pue sarorjod s, 0104

reyy wire[o Ayiqer| [edotunw spmuiejd
Jo sasodind a1} 10] paysIjqeisa I waa(J

:SUOTIR[OTA [RUONHNINISUOD pada[ie ay)
JO 20107 SurAow IO ISNED 21} 21oMm
sooroeid pue swolsnd Yons Jey) pue
‘suazyd Jo sz oy} 0} 20UIILIJIPUI
210I2qQI[Sp Ul SIUSPISUI [RUILILID

PUE D1JJEI] Ul PIAJOAUT SIaGUISW
A[Iue] I11231) pUR SI901JJ0 01D
8unoajoid jo saonoeid pue swolsno
s, 013 2a01d 03 papunodoid

Aq suore3nsaaul ay) o} 19adsal yim
onsW uodn Fuipulq Auournss) Aue urejqo
0] 2[qrun 219Mm sjjruie[d ‘Apjuanbasuo)

(FT-S1:501

‘do ApooA ‘¢1-9:7¢ "da 1siofey7
$£:09-91:99 "dog uuA[g) -sytodal
uoIsI{[09 s1Jer) paonpoid jo [nypuey

oY) WIOIJ SI2DIJJO OIJAIA JO SIaquUAL
A[1urey 9JeIpowwl 10 $1391JJ0 O8N
JUIA[OAUT SJUSPIDUL [RUITUIID IO D1JJRI)

JO onPdN Aq pardnpuod suonefisoAul oy}
Jo Aue ssnosip pue AJnuapt o} potedordun
9IaM S9SSAUWIM INJ S OXRIN (L:L9-4:99
‘de@ uudyg) "siapiQ suno)) 8y} pue
s1sanbax  SIJIuIR][d JOpUN JUBAI[T SIaM
suone3a|[e 3yl JI QUIUISISP 0} AIBSs099U
SeM J[9S)1 2[1] V] U} JO M31adl

e {s§o7 gy 21} woiy uonsnpold 10]
POIJIIUSPI 2( 10U PINOD $9[l UONeI1}SaAUL
aatsuodsal jey) paywipe UUA

(61-¥:05 "do rys1o8ey ‘¢

-61:L1 "doq uuA[g) -uonsodap sIy) Joj
uoneredsid ur O L108s1e) unpiM (23 e
SUOIIBS1ISOAUT 10 SJUBWNOOP AUB MITAdI
jou pip Aot} ey} paniwpe ysiofez

pue uukiq ylog D A1o039e)) I10]
sassoulim NG Y1 se Dsiodez [IBYDIN

"Ju9sa1d 2y) 0} 9661 WOIY 13013J0
OI)2JAl ® JO J2quuawl A[IUIe) 9)BIPOUIUI
ue 10 I1201JJ0 OX)3IA € Surajoaut
SJUSPIoUT [BUIWILIO PUE DIJJel} JO

SuoOneIoIA
S, 01134 104 suonoues eridorddy

7007 ‘0€ Isn3ny Ag sossamIA (M d»
10 (9)(q)0€ AInY 21qea3pajmouy|
INpoad o J3PIO 7007
‘ST A[nr Jo SUONE[OIA §,0113]A JO Joold

12))eA 13alqng
paeuZISAQ A 10 (9)(q)og Iy




W

)

pIBPUEIS $, 0I10JA JO I0UPIAD
[B11} 18 Suronpoljur woljy olje
opnpoaxd 1o/pue jusweal) [eroads oy
PapIodse pue 1DUSEAA JOUB[ JO aseI 9]
ul [ Jo uonednsaAul 10 sanpasoid
pIepue)s 1oY) woly poyedap s1adiyjo
OIS e} PaYsIIqelss 31 Waa(]

;juswjear) [e1oads roufep

JouB{ popiodde pur sainpasoid asoy)
wol1y payedap s19913J0 OB 1B
PUB p661 12quaidag Jo se douanjjul
o) Jopun Surauip jo uonedsaaul
o1} J0J sainpadoid Surjerado paepuess
§,0I)9JA YSI|qeISS 0] paje[nojed

sem AIOAODSIP SIY) asnedsyg

SuneS§nsaaur 10y oo110e1d pue ‘sainpasord
‘Gururen 1nd s.ono 3urpredal

onay uodn Furpuig Auowilsal Aue urelqo
0} 2[qeun aiam spjnure[d ‘Ajyuanbasuo))
(TT-91:TL “11:09-57:65 “11:65-91:8¢
‘dag pys103ey) -onsyy e soinpasoxd

U2 W02I0JUS JO SATIBTISIAUT [N (T JO
ISUTERI) B U93q ISADU SBY oY pue ‘sieok (7
10J 1se11e [()(J B 9peW JOoU Sey 1js103eZ
(TT-91:ZL “11:09-§T:6S "da Ys103e7)
'$2SE0 [N Ul $66] Ul pasn sainpadsoid

10 samorjod ay) Surpiedor 311591 10U pinod
‘(seseo 1N unednsaau] 10y urures],
pue a1npadord) (J A108518)) 10] SSaUIM
NN S.010]N ‘1s103eZ [9RYIIA JOIYD

TenueiN ddNATT 20

pue jenuely suonedIIsoAu] JULPIdY
29 JUSWIRIIOFUS neaing ojjel],
AdWAT oW Jo uonelaidisyul oy}

01 pa1TWI] 10U Ing ‘BUIPN[OUT SUOISTAII
pasodoad 10 suorsiaal juanbasqns

Aue pue yg61 1equisldag Jo se
Po3iBOIXO0IUI J[IYMm FUIALIP JO ddUanjjul
oU) Jopun Furatp Junednsaaut

1oy 9aonoead pue ‘Buiuren ‘ainpasold
Aor1od s o130y T A10593)€))

e’

("reonjuapt

-so1o1jod 9so1y} 03 pajoalqgns

SUIZI}ID JO SIYS LI 3Y) 0} 20UdIafJIpul
J1eI2qI[9P 2INJIISUOD pUL SUOTIR[OIA
[eUOIIN}IISUOD PIF3[[B 31} PUIYa(q 9210]
guiaow © 210M S3I0T[0d puR SWO)ISND Yyons
JeY)} pue A}I]1GeI] [BUIWLID PUB [IAID WOL]
..S1apisul,, on3N Surosiold Jo saonoeld
pue suiojsno sey 0Ny 1By} L1001
S}Jnute[d YSI[qrIS2 0) Papaou sem [oIym
‘S1991JJO OIJSJA B JO SI2qUIDW A[IUIE]
9JBIP2LIWII 10 S1321JJ0 01PN SUIA[OAUL
SJUAPIOUT [BUTWILID PUB S1JJRI) JO ON3]

suone[oIA
S, 01)9IA] 10 suonodues eradorddy

7007 ‘0€ ISn3ny Ag sassauyiay DI »
10 (9)(q)og Iy dqeIdpajmoun)|
2anpold o JIIPIO TOOT
‘ST AInf Jo SUOIIB{OIA S,0I1)3N JO Joo.uq

e 1lgng
pareusysag M4 10 (9)(q)og a1ny




O

)

[euonniTisuos pafa[je 2) Jo asned

10 90107 Furaowi € alam ‘yurejdwo))
pIpusiy sjjnure[d ut psijnuapl

se ‘suiojsno pue saioijod s, onaN

1e1) wireyd Ayiiqer] [ediounw  spynure]d
Jo sasodand oy 10} PaysIjqeIsa 11 Wwas(Q

:SUOIJB[OIA [BUOIIN}IISUOD pada[e oY)
JO 9210 SUIAOW 10 8SNBD Y} 9I1aM
saoonoeld pue swosnd Yons Jey) pue
‘SUaZ1112 Jo SIYILI oY) 0) 90USIAJJIPUL
9]BIDQI[AP Ul SJUSPIJUT [RUIWLID

pueR 01Jjel} Ul PAAJOAUL SI9QUIALH
A[TwieJ I137) pue SI901JJ0 OIDN
dunooiord Jo seonovid pue swo)sno
s, 019 2401d 0y papunodoid

sem AIaA00SIp SIY} asnedag

2y} JO AUB SSNISIp pue AJiuopl o)
paredsidun 21om sassaulim NN 953y L

(€1

-9:7S ‘§1-01:16 "do 1ys103e7) 's1d01jj0
OI19JAl JO SI12quUIS W AJIWIR S}RIPIIWI]

10 SI1221JJ0 012N SUIA[OAUI SJUIPLOUL
[EUTULID JO D1JJel) JO OX2TA Aq pajonpuod
suone311saAUl 2} JO AUB SSNOSIP

0] a[qeun sem 1s1o3ez ‘Apuanbasuo)
(61-¥:0¢ 'do 1ys108eZ {11:6]

-g1:81 "de uukq) suonisodap (9}(q)o¢
ony a1 1oy noneredard ur 1anewt 103{qns
SIff) 0] Guije[2l SJUIWNOOP 10 SILIBUILINS
‘epueIowWaw ‘s110daI AUr MI1A2I JOU

PIp A3y} peNIWpE ‘1§s1038Z [SRYOIA PUE
UUA(,] puowAey ‘sassaulim A 5,019

"Yieap s, moTo( uilyg

Jo uonedfnsaaul ay) SUIMO[[0] SIeak
aAl) 2y} pue Fuipadaid sieak 2al 21}
Furnp [ouuosiad onja Jo Jequawl
Allwre] 9)eIpowiwi ue Jo [auuostad
JUSUIODIOJUD MB] OIDJA AUk FUIAJOAUL
SJUSPISUI [BUIWLID PUEB DIJjRI) JO
oI}o]N Aq uoneSnsaaul o) o) Suryesl
SJUSWINOOP I21}0 10 SOLIBWILINS
‘epurlowaw ‘suiodal [[y T AJ0ZIIE))

N

(‘TeonIuapt AjjeniaiA a1e
¢ "ON/bay 1 pue | pue ( se11058)ed
SN 107 sisonbay] uornoueg)

‘Jusuneal; [eroads roudep, jouer
popliodoe pue sainpasoid asoy) woly
paiiedsp Si301jjO OI}BA JEY} UOILISSSE
SHnureld Sursoddo souspras

10 $661 Ioqualdag Jo se souanjjul
ay) apun FUIALIP JO UOI)RE)SoAUT

alf) Ioj saanpadoid Zunerado

"Yjeop s, maTa( uLIg
J0 SuIUsAS o) UO PIAIDIAI IauSe M "SI
juswjesl) [e1oads oY) Ysijqe)ss 0} papasu

SEM YOTYM ‘P66 JO SE SJuaplout INg

SUONE[OIA
§.01)3TA d0 suonodueg Meradoaddy

7007 ‘0€ ISn3ny Ag SaSSIUNM M
10 (9)(Q)0€ Y d1qeaspajmouyy
Anpoig oYl 13IPIO 2007
‘ST A[ng Jo SUONIRIOIA S, 00)2A JO Jooig

e 133[gng
pajeudisaq YA 40 (9)(q)og Ay




[, L i J—

7661 12qUalda§ Ul AJITBIE] Ma7a(]
ULI oY) JO 3US0S 3] I8 d[qEB[IBAR PBY
SI921J30 ONSA 211 18Y) YSI[qR)ISs o)
paiofie)} sem AISA0ISIP SIY) asnedag

01 oly12ads sjuswInoop Auz pamaraal
10U peY 94 jBY) Poplwupe ‘Iysiofez
[9BY21N “192igns syl SurpieSar £J1389)
0} par1eudisop ssouyim MWJ 5. 010N

uorje31saaul 2y} JUIMO[[O] SIBA OALJ
pue Zuipasald siesk oaly oy} Surinp
OI1SJA BIYIIM S3D1A(T 182 ] 1ealg
AIBUTWI[a1d JO @S\ T AI08a1E )

)

(‘1eon3uapI

IB 9747 ‘1T-L1 S1 ‘v1'SON/bay

pul PUB 19 pUe ¢ "sON/bay (1 ‘g
pue d ‘0 ‘W “T1 M ‘d D ‘v seuo8ajes
SN 107 s1sanbayf suonoueg)

"wrefo A)I[Iqe|
redownur  syjnure]d Suisoddo
[el1} JB 30UapIAa3 BULISjJO WOIJ

013 Hqiyoad ‘aanjeusslje oyl uj

‘wsy) 01 paydafqus suszyId jo
S1YS LI [PUOIINITIISUOD OY] 0] 9IUISJJIPUL
91BI3I[9P 2JNIISUOD PUL SUOHR[OIA

‘sara1y0d

3501} 0} padafgns susziIo Jo syyfur

91y} 0] 3JUBISJJIPUI 9}RIFQI[AP SJNIIISUOD
pue SUOTIB[OIA [EUOIJNINISUOD Pagdayie

oY) PUIY3q 9210] FulA0W B 2IaMm saIoIfod
pue SWojisno yons ey} pue K[Iqer]
[BUILWILID PUEB [IATO WOJJ SISPISUI OIS
8unoajord yo saomyorid pue sWOISND SEY
011N 1BY) A102Y} SIITIUIE]d YSI[QEISS 0]
Popadu sem Yolym ‘A[Iwie] 9)eIpowul ue
10 [suuosiad JuouIodI0JUs Me[ OJ)S A Aue
FUIA[OAUT SHUSPIOUT [BUNULIO PUE JIJjel)
Jo onaN Aq uonednsaaur sy Funejal
ol}oN uodn Surpuiq Auownss) Aug ureyqo
0] 3[qEBUN 3JdM sjJnpuIR]d ‘Appuanbasuo)

(rT-51:601

‘da@ Apooq ‘g1-9:7S ‘da 1ysio3ez
$£:29-91:99 "do uui[) ‘syrodoas
UOISI[[09 d1jer) paonpoud Jo [njpuey
9} WOIJ SI301}JO OI}2]A JO SIaquuaw
AjTwre] 2)RIPAWWIT IO SI9013J0 OHO
FUrAJOAUT SIUDPIOUL [BUTWULID IO DIJJel)
Jo on2N Aq p21onpuod suoljednsaaur

suoneolA
S, 0113TAl 104 suonpoues derrdoaddy

7007 ‘0 1snBny Lg sassomdIm DN ds
10 (9)(q)o€ oIy d1qeadpafmoundy
uu-——uo.-nm c.H .-mﬁ.no Nch
‘ST AInf Jo SUONIBIO[A S,01)9A JO Jooud

1 d2fqng
pajeudisaq YNd 10 (9){(q)og 2y




o)

pue Aorjod onaJy oyl T AI08IIE))

)

N

"SOURIS WOISI{[0D d1jJed}

}e S501A9P [ons asn oY) Surpredalx
sarnpacoid Junzerado piepue)s 1oy
10 1661 Ioquialdag ur $991A3(J 159 L
qiealg Areurwijaid jo A}[ige[reae
9Y) JO 20UapIAS [BLE} 1B Sulonponul
woly o9 apnyoald 1o/pue jusuwieds)
[e192ds 1aude p\ Jouef papiodoe

pue saInpadoad ssoy) woay pojedep
SI1201JJO OX)3A 1By} PUB ‘SUOISI[[0D
51JJeI) JO OUSDS J1) JB SOITAP [YOons
asn 01 sainpsoord Funjesado piepuels
S, OI9JA 2) Sem 11 jey) ‘1sudepm
JoUR( UO JIISIUIUPER 0) $5331A9(

159, yiea1q Areuluiijaid y661
Iaquialdag ur A11jeIe] MO o] Uy oY)
JO 2U20S 9Y] JB 3[QB[IBAR PBY SIOJIJJO
Ol 18U} PaysI[qe}sa 1 waa(g

juauneany [eroads Ioufepm

jouEB[ paplodde pue sarnpadold

asoy) wolj pajedap ooy

jBY} PUE SUOISI|]OS DIJJE4] JO BUIDS
a1} J® S20IA3P Yons asn 0} sainpaoord
Junelodo prepuels s, 0119 Sem i
Jel]} pue ‘Iaude A\ JOUER[ UO I2}STUTWIpE
0] SaD1A(] 152 [jealg AIBUTUI[3E]

Yreap s, MmOTo(] Uy
Jo uonednssaul [N Auo[aj 2y} Sulnp
pude A, CSIJA POPIOddE JUdWIRSI) [e10ads
oy} JsureSe wal} }SeI3UOD 0} I9PIO Ul a1)
yeq) 3e sainpasoid Sunerado prepuels

2Y) YSI[GRISD O) PIAPIDU SBM YDIYM ‘pG61
JO SB OJJ2IAl UIIIM SIDI1AS(] IS Yiealg
Aleurwi[ard 7o asn Surpresar onsp
uodn Fuipulq Au0OwWilsa) [BLISJBW UIR}QO
0} a[qeun atom sjynure[d ‘Appusnbasuoy

(TT-91:TL “Y1:09-ST:65 ‘11:65-91:8¢S
"do(g 1ys108e7) -onoy 1 seinpavoid
JUSWD0I0JUS JO 2A1IRE1ISOAUL N (T JO
IoUlR} B U95Q I9A0U SeY oY pue ‘siesk (7
10J 1sa11e I[)(J B @peW jou sey 1ysiofez
(TT-91:TL ‘11:09-52:6$ "da( 1ys108e7)
"S8SEDS [[1{ Ui ¥661 Ul pasn sainpadord
Io sarorjod oy Suipiegal £31350) jou pInod
ys108ey7 (£:29-17:19 "doQ Iysiodez)
‘uonisodap sty 10§ uonjeredaid m

OI19]A] 1 S2SIAP 189 yjearq ATeurwiijald

‘enue]N GdINATT 21 pue

[enuey SUONRIISOAU] JUSPIOOY 29
JuowddIoyuUy nesing oyFeil AdNA'T
243 Jo uonejaidiajur ‘o) pajTwi] jou
Inq ‘Surpnjour yjeap s, MaTI([ UL JO

suone[oIA
§,01)3A 104 suonpueg eridorddy

700T ‘0€ ISN3NY Ag SISSOMIM (M d»
10 (9)(q)0€ 21Ny d1qeadpajmouyy
3Inpoag of, 12pa0 T00T
‘S A[np JO SUOIIB[OIA S, 011N JO Jooud

13))e ] 123lqng
payeusdiso@ NI 10 (9XqQ)o€ 2ny




N

St

§, 01)9 A USI[QeISS 0} Paje[noed pue 9A1] I21Je S110d3I UOISI[0D 01J91 Aq pejelsuad siiodal SUOISI{[0D
sem KISA0DSIP SIY} asneoog o1JJed) SA0I1SOP 1 JBY) pojuasaldar oxjoy o1jje1} [B1B] [[V TH AI039)8))
‘Jusyean) [e10ods 1oudep
1oUB[ PapJOsOE pPUE salnpaoosd
asoy} woij payedap s1951Jj0 01BN
1) pue saseo [N Auojaj pajoadsns
ur swn Aq pajeredas smeIp poojq om) 661 ‘L7 10quaIdag U0 oI § IOUSE A
1582] 1€ 3E} O ST [01O2[E-POOIq 901130 Yum [ouuosiad .EmEuBo.Eo
om} osn 0] sainpaooid Zuneiado e £q pazinn 41 Jo adA) ot Surpnyour
PIEpPURIS § OIOTA SEM 11 JBY) UOI}I9SSE ,EoEmE&co LF1CT TSI [OYOIE
sjgnured 8uisoddo oouapiad [BLd] -poojq jo asn 2y} Suru1eou0d sonoed
1e Buronponur woly 03N apnjoaxd pue La170d m.oboE. Suipiedau 932
Io/pue jusuneal) [e10ads JouBe m uodn memB Auourrysal E._.BEE ureqo
JoUE[ Paplo9dE pUE Sa5E2 I[1d 0} a[qeun aiom syjnjuIe[J ‘A[juanbasuo)
Auoray pasoadsns ut oury) £q pajeredos (TT-91:2L “11:09-ST:68 ‘11:65-91:8§
SMEID POOIQ 01 1SES] E 33E} O} 51D ‘do(] vys108e7Z) ‘0ox3N 1B sainpasold
[0Y03[B-POOIG 0M] 251 0} saanpadord JUOWI2010§U3 10 SANTINISIAUI [(1q] JO
PJEPUEIS 1121} oy pajedap $193450 ISUJeI} B U923Q ISA2U SBY oY pue ‘siesk (7
ONP 1B PAYSIIQeIse 3L Wea( 10J JSalle [[1(] B @PEW JOU SBY ISI0Fe7
;Juswiean [e1oads soudep Jouef (ZZ-91:7L ‘11:09-6Z:6¢S "do 1s108e7)
paplodde pue sainpadold asoy) wolJ ‘sased [N Ul 6671 Ul pasn sainpaosold Y661

payedop sI1a01JJ0 O33N 1BY] PUE
§95E0 [[1( Auojs) psioedsns ur swy
Aq pojeredos smeIp poojq om) Jsea|
e 93B) 03 $11Y [OYOI[B-POO[q OM] JE
asn 0} aanpasoid Sunerado piepue)s
§,0I)3]A] SEMm 11 1BY) [SI[qr]Sa 0]

10 mowo:om =10} wEEqu A31159] jJ0U pnoo
mys108e7 (ZT-91:TL ‘11:09-57:65 'deQ
1s103e7) moEEMm poo[q 3unoenxs

JO swIa) Ul sased Auo|af 111 Ul 661 Ul
pasn sainpaocoid 10 sarotjod oy} Surpiedal
AJ1159) 10U pPINOd ‘D) A1082)8]) I0] SSOUMM

‘47 Ioquioldag uo aJIm s Ioudep
3OUIO Yiim jsuuocsiad juswisoiojus
me| £q pazinun 3y Jo 2dAy ay) Jo

asn oy} ‘0) pajuri] jou jng ‘Surpnjour
“JUIWADIOJUD J[)(] Ul S} [OYoo[E
-poojq Jo asn ay) Suruisouod onoeid

SuoneolA
$,0113JAl 104 suopdues Aerrdorddy

7007 ‘0€ ¥sn3ny Ag sassamIA (MIAd»
10 (9}(q)0o€ 2y dlqeadpajmony]
anpoad oY I3pIQ 7007
‘ST A[ng JO SUOTIB[OIA S,01)3I JO jJoouq

1338 13(qug
pajeudisa@ M 10 (9)(q)0¢ ANy




>
—

)

(‘[eoniuapt Aj[eniiia aie ¢ "ON/boy 1
PUE H MINJ 10oJ sisanbay] uonoueg)

Juaunea) [eroads 1oufem

jouR[ papiospe pue sainpasoid
asoty) wolj papedap S1921JJ0 ONON
1eq) uoniasse synure[d Suisoddo
90USPIA2 IO SUOISI|[OD DIJJRI) [RIe]
Jo uonyefnsaaur ayj 1o sarnpasod
Suneisdo piepue)s s 0110

Jo aouapia2 Jew) Je Furonpoyjut
wolj ono N opnpoaid 10/pue Jusunean
[e192ds 19y pap1020E pue JuSem
10UR[ JO 95BD S} UI SUOTSI[[03 d1JBl}
1etey JO Honednsaaul 10J soanpaoord
pIepue]s I1ay} woly psuedsp s1ao1jjo
OJ19JA JeY} PaysI[qe}sa 11 weag

Jusuniean) [eroads mufem

JoUE[ PaPIOOOE PUE seinpadoid asoy)
wolj pajredop s1991JJ0 ONSW 12y}
puE $661 10qualdag Jo se SUOIST{[0d
aljJen; [ejej Jo uolied11saAul

ay) 10) saunpodord Funeiado piepue)s

“11:€Z-¢7:77 'da SueT) 'sjuawnsop
aalsuodsar sonpoid pue £J1uapl

0} {191nduwod pur urwWNY Yjoq) $32IN0SII
ojdure pey 11 jBY) pue neaing Sploddy
s11 ul ajdoad Oz sooko[dura oIla

(sh 33v 115eT)

‘0S pIp 104U oNSA ‘19a9mOH ((061#)
700Z ‘g1 sunf ‘gz-g10¢ "suel] Sulesy
‘012 'Xq) ‘poliad swr) pamoiieu 3y} IoJ
paonpold pey 11 s110day JUaPIOdY dJeIL
oy} Jo sa1doo pajoepaiun 2onpoid 0) on3
paJaplo 23pnf sieasidely oY) ‘Suniedy
700T ‘€1 2un{ oy} FuLmp ‘UONIPPE U]

(rh BV
oj[asey) ‘spodai gee1-21d oy sonpoxd
PIp J18AaU oI} “19A3MOH (§:L1-TT:91

‘da(q urteypay ‘Y07 ‘Xg ‘T'1Z-61:07 "do@
ueT) ‘Apusueuniod suoday jusprooy
O1}JBI] SUIR}3I OII2JA JBY) pUR IS[R] SeM
uonejuasaldal s one 1eyl suonisodap
(9)(@)0€ o[ny oY) SULINp pauIed] SJFNUIR[]
(gh 33V oj[arseyd) "L661 PUR 9661 s1eak
o1} o1 155nboi juswinoop syj pemodieu
1400,y oy3 pue spynute[d ‘uonejussoidal
sty) uo paseq (gl Jv 0]12152y)

‘C661 01 6861 @I SIBoK JUBADI[AI JSOUI 3Y]

Sunnp sypodar sonpoid jou pjnos a10ya151)

"L661 PUE 9661 SIeaA ay) Sunnp

SHOIIR[OIA
$, 0133 404 suonoueg eldorddy

7007 ‘0€ ¥Sn3ny Ag sassomMM MINd»
10 (9)(q)0€ 21Ny d1qeadpajmonyy
Anpord of 12p1Q 200¢
‘ST Anp Jo SUONE[OIA S, 01N JO Joo.uq

I311eA 193[gqng
pajeusdisa@ YNJ 10 (9){(d)og A




-
—

uodn Jurpurq Auouwinsa) [BLISJBW UIB}qO
0] 9[qeun alom spynure[d ‘Afjuanbosuo)

(1z-¢:z1 do@ unreypay) ‘suonsanb
pazijeiouad jnq Surnjliug I9msue

0} 8]qe JOU Sem ‘0I0J2Iay} ‘pPuUE L66]

PUE 966 Sunnp ona3 | Aq pajeisuad
sj10dal uoisijjoo s1jjel) [eye] Aue

MBTADI 10U PIp WIIRIPY 941193137 (9:11
-0Z:01 "da( ulreypay) ‘s110dal UOISI[[0D
a13je] Tere] Sunjerousd pue Sunediysaaul
Jo ssaooad ay) Surpieda A11)s9)

0} $SoUIM I[N S.01}9JA] 5B pPajeusisap
SEM UIBIPY WERI[IM 2A110933(]

(0z-v1:61 "deq

ApoolA) ‘onoN Aq peonpoid syiodal
oY) JO AUB MIIA3I JOU PIP OS}B APOOJA
et (T:p1-vi:¢l "do Apoop)
‘syroda1 uoIsI[[00 O1JBI} [BIR] £66] pPUe
9661 2U1 Jo Adod pajoepaiun ue paonpoid
PeY OIAIA IoyIaym mouy jou pip pue
‘suoroepal 0} pIeZal YIIM PaIapIo 1IN0
31} JBYM UO 1e9]d jou sem ‘uonisodap
ay) 1oy uoneredasd ur sjustundop

Lue md21A31 jou pIp ‘ApooN 210p03aY],
‘uononpoid sp1ooar Surpredar £311s9)

0] pareudisop ssoulm YA S, 0NN

(0T-L1:EV ‘€T-6'1¥

Suone[oIA
§,01)3JA] 10, suonpaueg eridorddy

7007 ‘0€ 1sn3ny A SISSIWMIM SNy
10 (9)(q)0g 21nY 2qea3pajmoud|
npolg o PO 7007
‘ST AInf Jo SUONBIOIA $,O.I}IYA] JO YOOI

1ane 139(qng
pajeusisaq MIAD 10 (9)(q)0€ 2Ny




[ un SUIATIP
ayp) 10§ sainpaooid Sunjessdo
PIBpUR]S §, 0119\ JO 30U3PIAD

[211} 18 UIONPOIIUT WOIJ 01D
apnoa1d Jo/pue Juounean [eads 1oy
PIPIO2DE pUR JSUSE AN JSUR[ JO 958D 3t}
a1 11 Jo uonedsaaul 10y sampasoid
prepuels xoy) woyy porredsp s1ao15J0
OI13]A] JBY} PaYSI|qE}s? 31 waa(g

Juawjeal) jeroads 1oudem

1auR( paplodde pue saInpasold 9soy)
woly payedap si3013J0 0113 I1BY)
pPue $661 Iequajdag jo se aouenjjul
oy} Jopun SulALIp Jo uonednsaAul
oY) IoJ sainpasoid Suneiado piepuels
S, 0I19JA USI[QBISS 0} Paje[nNojed

sem KIDA0OSIP SIY) 95neossg

P = Ty —
O UOTIB3TISOATIL

(ZZ-S1:p61 urWIIUNO)) ‘pI1E-1T:0€
‘do £pooIN vl "JyV ol]aisey) ‘os suop
aAeY A[ISES p[nod 31 y3noy; usas ‘syrodar
F661-1661 22Ul 2onpoid pIp I9A3u 0N
‘1oasmoH (y0T "XH ‘Z1-€:07 "dog Bue)
"8Ie2A g J0j suodoy] 1seaay I[1( sureial

OI2]A 1el) pue as[eJ sem uoyjejussaidar

s 018 1Y) suonisodap (9)(q)0g

aIny oY) Suninp poules] sjFuuIe[q

(¢b 33V oleIseyd) L661 PUB 9661 SIvak
a1y} 01 1senba1 juswnoop oy} pamolreu
1noY) oY) pue sjynured ‘uonejussoirdas
sty) uo paseq (gh IV ofieisey)

‘P66T 01 1661 "9°1 sIeok JUBAI[AT JS0W A}
Sunnp sy1oda1 sonpoid jou pynos 210ja151)
pue s1eok 2Aly 12)je sprodoy 1sony

1NJ paAo1sap M jeyl pajuasaidal onop

L661

pue 9661 sieak ay) uunp juepusja(g
012N paweu Lue £q pajeiousd
syrodar jsolie [N [V 1 A1039)€.)

‘Mmoo ULy JO apIorwoy
Ie[notyaa ay) Jo uonedrssaul ay) Furnp
IauSep ‘SIJN paploode sjuBpuaja(g
OI)3N 21} Jusurieal) [e1oads a1

pue sampoosoid Funerodo piepueis yons
woyy sinyiedep sjuepusje(q ol oY)
MOUS 0] Papasu sem yotym poliad awm
7661 91} BULINP SUOISI[[00 OljJeI) [EIR] JO
uonednsaaul ay3 ul sainpasoid Junerado
plepue)s s oo Sulpie3al ondW

suonejolA
§,0119A 10 suondueg eridorddy

7007 ‘0€ ISndny Ag $oSSamMAN (M d»
10 (9)(q)og [Ny dquadpajmouy]
2anpoid o], 13p1Q 7007
‘g1 A[nf JO SUCIEBIOIA S, O0I)IA JO Joouq

1. 12fqng
pareudisa( A 10 (9)(q)og a0y




[ag]
—

\
)

%

(‘Teonyuapl Aqjeniia ole

G "ON/ba¥ 1 pue | pue (J sel103a3ed
SN 10 sysonbay uonoues)
Juawjearny (eroads ssufep, jeuef
papioddse pue mo.ﬂzcoooum 2501} WoIjJ
poriedop s1931JJ0 OO 1B UOIIISSSE
Synurejd uisoddo asuapias

10 y661 Ioquaidag Jo se sousnfyul

Q]

EUn adam SJJIUIE[d >$mm=cumﬁou

1919
(17-61:7] "doQ uirejpay) ‘suonsand
pazijeiauad nq FuiyjAue Jomsue
0] 2[qe 10U sem ‘210J2I51] ‘PUR £66]

pUe 9661 FuLInp sjuepuUIap ORI 2} £q
pojeiousd syxodai 1salre [T SY} MI1AI
JOU PIp UIIBJPaY 9A110919(] ‘silodal
1sa11e 1 Suneisuad pue FunednssAul
Jo ssasouxd ayy Surpiedar AJ1389)

0] ssaulim A J §, 0119 se pajeudisap
SEAM ULBIPOY WEBI[[IA 9AN031(
(Z1-7:8T “1:4-81:9

‘do(] ApooN) "2[qI83] pue ‘3)eIN0dE
‘aje1dwon sem 11 2ans oyewW 0} sprodal
12118 [N(] 30 uonanpold s, 0130 MILA3]
1ou pip ‘uonyisodap ayy 1o0j uonesedard

Ul SJUSWNOOP AUR MITASI JOU PIP ‘APOOIN
alopoay], ‘uononpoid sprooss Fuipredal
AJ1159) 01 paUIISOP $SOUNM HAJ S, 010N

(obh1v
I3[JJ91) "OS PIP ISAQU ORI “I9AIMOH

(061# TOOT ‘€1 dunf ‘€7-G:0¢€ 'SuBl]
Funeoy ‘g1z 'Xd) pourad awiy pamolrey
oy} 10J paonpoxd pey 31 suroday] 1se11y 1N0d
ay} o sotdoos pajoepaiun 2onpoid 0} oI
paiapio oZpn[ ajeIsIdRN 9Yy] ‘SuLiesy
TO0T ‘€1 aunf ay) FuLnp ‘UONIPpE U]

SuonelorA
s 033N 10 suoppues errdorddy

7007 ‘0€ ISndny Ag sassamIpm DA
10 (9)(Q)0€ Y d[qeadpajmoun)]
23Npolg OF, 13pIQ T00T
‘ST A[nf JO SUCIE[OIA S, 013JA JO JoOud

1)) ¥023[qng
pareudisaq M4 10 (9){q)o¢ 21ny




=r
—

SIS [BUOLINIISUOD 31} O} 90USIBJJIpUI SUIAJOAUT STUSPIOUIT [RUIWIIO 10 J1JJEl}
9)BIOQI[2P OIN}IIISUOD PUB SUOIIB[OIA Jo on_N £q pajonpuod suonedijsaAul
JeuoLjnj1jsuos pagoj[e ay) Jo asned Syl JO AU® SSNOSIP pu® AJ13U3PI 0)

10 9210) Suraow € a1om ‘jurefdwo)) patedaidun arom sossomiim JIAJ S, 0TI9I

papuaily  spniuie[d ul payynuapl
se ‘swro}sno pue sa1o1fod §,0139 [
1y wrepd Lijiqer) redounw  sjynuie[d
Jo sasodind ay) 10] paysijqeisa 31 wasg

(£:29-91:99 do(q uuA[q) -jueaa[al
aJam suoneda[[e oY) JI aUILIa}ap
0} jure[dwiod 2y} JO MITASI B jNOYIIM

807 sITRJJY [BUI9)U] 9} WOI} PA1JIIUSP] "Yjeap s, moIa(

v :SUOIJB[OIA [BUONININSUOD padolje oY) 2Q.10U P[NOD 3l UonNe3NsoAUl jusunod uLlg Jo uonednseaul Fuimoroy
JO 9010] 3UTAOW 10 3SNEBD Y] 2IIM 1eY) poRIUpPe UUATY ‘1:88-1:L8 ‘VI-C1T sieak aAly ay) pue Fuipossaid sieak
soonoeld pue swolsno Yons jey) pue ‘do@ uud[q) ‘jueprour maJa(g oy} jo SALJ 9Y1 FunInp 1901JJ0 JUIWIDIOJUD
‘suaznio Jo sjy3I oY) 0} 90USISJJTPUL adoos sy) puokaq suoneda[e gy] 104jo MEB[ B JO JIdqUIdtU AIWUR] 9)BIPOWWI
2jRISQI[OP UI SIUIPIOUT [RUTWIID Au® noqe suonsanb Lue Jomsue o) sjqeun ue I0 I3013J0 JUSUISDI0JUD MB]

puB 21JJeI) Ul POA[OAUT SISQUIBWI 9q pInom ‘sI0Jaiay) ‘pue I A10301e) Aue £q panruwos 1pnpuod [nyfuoim
ATTwiey 11943} pue SI901fJO O I0J JUSPIdUL MaTa(J oY) 0} Jurjefal padalie Jo oneIN AQ uonessaAul
3ur1o9jo1d yo saonoeid pue swosno SO[IJ aY) APISINO SIUSWNOOP Aue MalAdl a1]) 031 Surjefal SJULWNOOP
s, 012N 2a01d 03 pepunodoid 10U pIp oY JBY) payuIpe ‘uuk],] puowiey I31}0 10 SOLIBIIWNS ‘BPURIOWIW

sem AIDAODSIP SIY) 2snedag ‘ssauiim A d pRieudisap s, 010N ‘syrodar [y T AT0B833E))

"M ulIyg Jo
apIDIWOY JBINOH[SA ) JO Uoe3)saAUl
oy} 3uninp Joufepy 'SIA 01 papiodoe
juauneoay eroads ayj pue ssinpsosoid

\ yons wolj sinjredap ayj moys o) pousd
,._.\ awn v661 21 Suninp sjuaproul [N Jo
_ uolje31)saAUl oY) ul sainpasoid Funjerado
plepue]s s O0Il3 SuIpiedal o1lo

uodn Surpuiq Auow)ss) [BLISIEBW UTE}QO

7007 ‘0€ ¥sn3ny Ag sIsSOMWIA N d»
SUOLIBI0IA 10 (9)(q)o€ MY 2[qeATpI[Mmowy 1313 199{qng

S,01)3N 10y suondueg eridoaddy Jdnporg o, 1_¥pIO 7002 paeusdisaq MINd 19 (9){q)og Iy

‘G1 AInf Jo SUOIIE[GIA S 00I3A] JO JOOI]




wy
—

pU® D1]J®} UL PAA]OAUL SI3(UIAW
A11wey 17191 J0/DPUBR SI331J10 OIIDTA
3unoajoid jo saonoeld pue swoisnd
s, 0113 2a0id 03 papunodoxd

sem KISA0QOSIp SIY) asnedag

SB[ JO 90110N 2Y) JO AUE donpoid

10U PIp sjuRpuUSJa( 0L 911 (L1:76
-$7:16 'do( Apoo) [25UNOD §,0119]A] O)
sa1dod 2y} 2AB3 pur WIB[D JO ID[ION 9B
Jo Adoo e spewt Apoojy ‘)] y3noy; usay

ue 10 JuBpusja( OB paweu
Aur Ag pantuwuros 1onpues [njuoim
padaf[e Jo sjurejduroo 10 ‘suOIjoE
SHMSME] [IAID pue soFewep 10J SWHIR[D
Jo 20nou ||y TJA] PUE '] SALI089)8))

I

(‘Teoniuapl

318 9Z-4T ‘1T-L1 S1 ‘v1'SON/bay

puT PUE 9 PUE ¢ "SON/bY 1 ‘FH
pue 4 ‘O ‘W “1 ‘Y ‘4 ‘D ‘v sam103a)e0
SN J 107 s1sanbay suonoueg)

“wiepo AIqer|

jediotunw  sjyiyuie]q Suisoddo

[e11} je 2oUapIras Sulajjo woly

onaN 11qiyoid ‘sAneulsie ay) uj

"wayj 0} pajdalgns susziyd jo

-sa1o170d asoy} 03 pajoalqns suaznid

Jo syy31I oY) 0) 90USIJJIPUI d)RIDQI[2P
9IN}1ISUOD pPUEB SUOIIB[OIA [BUCIITIIISUOD
padaj|e oy} puIryaq 2210 uisow 8

alom soroljod pue SWIO)SNO [ONs jel) pue
AN[IQBI] [BUTWILID PUE [JAID WOIJ Iayjoue
auo 3unosloid Jo Aorjod pue wosnd
usyodsun ue Sey oI}2JA ey} £1097)
S]Inured Ysiqeiss o) papadu sem yolym
‘ouIes Jo sIaqUIaUI AJIWE] 9)RIPSLULIL

10 SI9O1JJO JUDWADIOIUD me[ £q
PANIWIWIOD 19NPUOD [NJme[UnN padaf[e Jo
suotnje8isaaul s, 0132 Suipiedal onjoy
uodn Surpuiq Auownsa) [B1ISjeW UILIQO
0] 2[qeun alam sjnuie[d ‘Appusnbasuo)

(PT-S1:501

‘do ApooN {g1-9:7¢ "da 1js108e7
£2:09-91:99 ‘do( uukyq) -syiodas
uolsI[[oo o1jJer) paonpold Jo [njpuey
oY) WOIJ SI301JJO OIJOJA JO SIoqLUIW
Allure] 1RIpaWWI JO SI3D[JJO OIPPW

SuonejolA
$,00)31A] 104 suonpdues errdorddy

Z00Z ‘0£ snadny Ag SassamIA (I,
10 (9)(q)og ANy d[qeIZpI|mony
anpold o], 1_3pILO T00Z
‘S1 AInf Jo SUone[OIA S, 01)3A JO Joodq

INER 1afqng
pajeusdisaq A 10 (9){(q)og 210y




N2
.

L

(‘Teonuapr

31e 97-4C ‘1Z-L1 ST ‘p1'soN/boy

pul PUE °0 PUE € "SON/bY ] ‘A
pue 4 ‘0O ‘I “1 3 ‘d ‘D ‘v sorro8aeo
S 10} sisanbayf suoljoues)

"urte]d A11[IGey]
redorunw  sjyuure]d suisoddo
[E11} 18 20U2PIAd BULIJJO WOIJ

onoW 1qiyold ‘aAneuIal[B ) U

‘oY) 03} pajoafqns suszyid Jo

S)YS11 [BUOTINIIISUOD ) 0} 9OUSISJJIpUI
91RIDQI[oP 2)N}1ISUOD PUE SUOIIRIOTA
[ezonININSUOD padofje ay} JO asned

10 9210 Suraow & a10m ‘qure[dwo))
papudwry sjynure[d ut paljnuspl

se ‘swo)sno pue sardtjod s 0NN

ey wire[d Ajifiqer] [edrotunwt  spynureld
Jo sasodind a1} 10] paysI[qeisa 11 Wea(g

:SUOTIE[OTA [BUOTIN}TISUOD Padsjje oyl
Jo 2010] mE>oE 10 oSNES oy} 2IoM
soonjoeld pue suro)sno yons jey) pue
‘SUSZT}IO JO SIYT LI o1} 0] 20USIIJFIpUL
9)RI3QI[2p UI SIUSPIOUT [BUIWLID

SASSaUIIM MIANJ 5. 01121 44)4—

sossaUlim N J 5. 041=N ©

wyarw &%EEE os sjynure[d o) voo_.;uoa
10U sem sjuredwos [1A10 51} jJO Adod @
“(L1:T6-¥T:1§ "da@ ApOON) UONIOE siy) Ul
sonpoid 01 [asUN0d s, 012N 10} jule[duiod
[1AI0 yoea Jo Adoo & opelt APOO]

77 y8noyy uaag (01h JJV 1ePzeT) I
‘ON 0} 9ATIsUodsa1 suooe [1A10 JO ISI] AU
sonpoid jou p1p 0NN 19X (£:€5-¥T 16
‘da Apooy) 'saseqejep Iaindwoo
§,01)0JA WO P21eIaUdd Usaq SARY PINOd
SUOIIOR [IAID JO ISI| B JBY) PALJ11S9) APOOIN
VT (P1-9:06 “1:6¥-L1:8F “€:EP-81 T
‘I:1%-8:0% "do Apoopy) ‘JuawWa[)as 1o
yuawded ySnoiyy jurejduwos sy jo 1drodsar
WOoIJ I901JJ0 0133 Aur Jsurede pajy
UOIIOE J1AT0 AI9A3 Yor1) swalsAs ondwos
$, 010Nl 1B} POI1J11§3] APOOIN V]

(1:£-81:9 "da Apooly) "uonisodap

o1y 10J uonjeredaid ur sjuswinoop

AUe ma1Aaal jou PIp ‘APOOIA 2I0pPOaY ]
‘sarzo§ajed snowrea 10§ uonodnpoid
spi0221 Surpredal AJ1389) 0] pajeudisap
ssaullm YW S 01N (LI-v:48
‘9:1£-z7:0L "o APOOIN ‘6 WV 12132 T)
‘suotyisodep A 2yl SuLmnp way;

asn Y8 spynure|d eyl os sysonbay
puo093g 2y} JO {1 "ON UL paisanbal

=
-

iu

‘qieap s MaTo(q unlg jo uonedsaaul
oy} Surmo[[o] sIeak Al pue
Zuipaoard s1eak o1y o) Sunmp 192Jo0
oo Aue jsulede saSewep J10J SWIE|D
JO 90110U [[® pUR JURPUIS(J OISO
PIWERU B JO JoquIaLu A[IUR) 9)RIPSUILIL

suonejolA
S, 0139 10 suonpoueg eridorddy

7007 ‘0§ 1Sn3ny £g sassamiIm (MNd»
10 (9){(q)O€ oIy dquadpajmouyy
aanpodd o] 13pIQ 00T
‘GT AInf JO SUOI)E[OIA S,0IJ3[A] JO JooIg

1NN Palqng
paeusdisaq M 10 (9)(q)o¢g nA




fa
—

Wgt?

'saro170d osoy) 0) paioalqns suUezZnId

Jo s3I 211 0] 2IUSISIJIPUI IIBIAQI[AP
9JN)1)SUOD PUB SUOIIB[OIA [BUOIIN}I}SUOD
poSa[[e 2y} puIyaq 20J0] SUIAOW B

3Iom s$o101f0d pue SWIO)SND [INS JBY) pue
AJI[IGBI] [EUTWLID PUE [IAID WOJ IdY}OUE
suo Funssjoid Jo sonoeid pue wolsnd
uayodsun ue SBY 0NN JBYl L1053}
Spnure]d ysijqeiso o) papaou sem [o1ym
‘me B JO I3QUIDW ATIWUER] 3)eIpIUWI

Ue 10 I1891JJO JUSWIadIOJUL MB] AUB A
PaRIWWOD }9NPU0d [NJSUCIM Pada[[e jo
Suo1}e81ISaAUL S 03] Surpiedal oo
uodn Burpurq Auow}sa) [BLISJBW UIRIQO
0] 9]qeUn alsm SJJnure]d ‘Aiusnbasuo))

(L:£9-91:99 "do(] Uuk[]) “yuEAd[OI

2I9M SUONBII[[B 2Y] JI SUIULIS}AP

0} Jure[dwos aY) JO MIIASI B JNOYIIM
uononpoid 10] paIJIIuUSPI 8q JOU P[NOY
sa[1J uonednsaaul jusuniad jey) paprwpe
uudpg yory) Ande (8:6L-+1:8L

‘do(q Apooly) ‘uononpoid Jo sasodind
I0] sojy gV] aalsuodsal £Jnuspi 0}
jdwaye 10 paonpoid sFo[ sirejyy [euIdju]
21) MOTA2I JOU PIP APOOJN JUBUIINSIT

(01b
I3V 1911J9°7) ‘suomnoe [1A19 9Y) Juipiesal

suone[orA
8,003\ 104 suondues Nerrdorddy

7007 ‘0€ ¥sn3ny Lg sassoamIA My
10 (9){(q)0€ 21Ny d[qeadpajmouyy
Inpoaq o, 13pi0 7007
‘ST A[np Jo suone[oIA $,03A Jo Joold

15e 13fqng
payeudisaq M 10 (9)(q)0€ 21ny




o0
—

= NI haoyr 1 Y
U:F | aeind IN/®% e 3gl OO
1

ue ¢ -
pue J ‘O ‘I “1 Y ‘9 ‘D Vv so11039180
| WA 4 fo] s1senboy sucnoueg)

"wirefo A31qet]

[edvtunw  syynurerd Sursoddo
[e11] 1B 22Uapias SULIS]J0O Wol}
ons Nqiyoxd ‘9aneuIs)[E oY) U]

U ‘wia() 03 pajoofqns sULZNIo Jo
A1 SyFLI [RUOTINIIISUOD 9Y) 0} IDUIIBJJIpUL
9)BIBQI[SP 21N}IISUCD PUR SUOLIR[OIA
[euonNINsuod pads|[e ay) Jo asned

10 2010j Suraow B 21om ‘yure[dwo))
pepusuly  sjnule]d ul pagnuapl

se ‘swo)sno pue soIdijod s 019N

jey) wiefo Lir[iqer] fediorunw  sjpnure[d
Jo sasodind ayj 10J PaysijqeIss 31 waa(g

:SHOTiB]OIA [RUONNINSUOD padaf[e 31U}
JO 2010] SUTAOW IO 3SNED Y} 2I19M
saonoead pue swojsnd yons jey} pue
‘suaz1}Id Jo s3ySu o1f) 0) 90UdISJJIpUI
9jeIAQI[AP UI SJUSPIOUI [BUTUILID

pUE O1JJBI] Ul PIA[OAUI SIaqUIdLL
A[rue] I1ray} 1o/pue SI192ijJ0 ONSJA
gunoojoad jo soonoerd pue swoisna
s 0132 2a01d o1 papunodoid

sem AI2A008Ip SIU) osnedag

saro17od

2s01]) 0} pajoalqns suaznio jo syydu

3y} 0} 20ULILJJIPUL 9IBIIQI[IP IMTISUOD
pue SUOIe[OIA [BUOTINIIISU0D padaj[e ay)
puiyaq soiof Suraow B 919Mm saro1jod pue
SWO}SNO Yons jey) pue AJI[Iqel] [BUILID
pue [1A10 wolj Iayjoue ouo Junoasjosd
Jo sonpoeid pue wolsno uayodsun ue sey
ona jey) K109y}  syyuure(d Yysijqeisa oj
PopaaU sem YITYMm ‘suoTjeFNseAUl pieog
MIIATY JUDPIODY §,012A Fuipiedal
ona uodn Juipulq AUouwrss] urelqo

0] a[qeun a1am syynure]d ‘Apusnbasuo)

(:£6-81:96 ‘YT:€8-S1:€8 *€1-1:08 “1:09
-2¢:6§ da@ Apoo ‘[1b "BV 1EIOT)

‘peonpold jou o1om syrodol pieog MaIAY

JUSPIdOY Y} 18Y) Pa1JI)sa) Apooy
yueudnaly (1:4-81:9 "do Apoo)

‘eole 100[gns siyl JoJ uoneredaid ur
Bunpiue maraal jou pip 8y Jey) pajyiwpe
‘APOOA 210POaY ], ‘ssaulim N S, 0319

Suone[oIA
8,0.1)3\ 104 suonoueg Nedorddy

7007 ‘0€ 1Sn3ny Ag SaSSAMIA M d»
10 (9)(q)0€ Ay dlqeadpafmouyy
oo:ﬁo.-nm O.H uam:o NOQN
‘ST AINf JO SUOIIB[OIA S,01)3]A JO JoOuq

‘YIBap $, M3 ulLy jo
uoijed1SaAUL ) SUIMO][O] 513K Al
pue Fuipasaad sieak aalf oy} Sunnp
Aseardsuod 10 dn-12A09 “JUAW{BADOUOD
‘ysalLie asie] ‘uoljedIsoAul

usrnpnesy ‘Ainliad ‘Sunodal

as[eJ 10] 1951JJ0 ollaJq Aue jsurede
suonye3aq[e o} unelai syrodal pieoq
MDTADI JUAPIIOE pUEB SPIOIAI PIBOY
MITASI JUSPIDDE [|B pUR JURPUIII(J
O1}2JA paureu Lue Aq Pl Iwiwod
1P0npuos [nySuoim Jo suolje3afie

ay) o) une[al si1o0daa pieog

MOITASI JUDPIDOE PUB SPIODAI pPieog
MITADI HUIPTIOE [[Y T AIOBIIE))

1N 3[qng
pajeudisaq M4 10 (9)(q)og 2Ny




N
—

)

),

S 10} sisanbay suornoueg)
‘wrtero AI1qel

[edomunw  sjjnure(d 3uisoddo
[B14} JB 92USPIAS FULIZJJO WO
011317 11qIyoI1d ‘aAlRUIS)[E 1) U]

‘way} 0) paioalqns suszio Jo

$IYS1I [BUOTINIIISUOD 3Y) O} SOUDIIJJIPUIL
9)eI3QI[ap 9IN)IISTOD PUE SUOIIB]OIA
[euonniiisuod pagaj[e oy} Jo ISned

10 9910] Sutaowr & atom ‘Jurejdwo)
papuswly  sypnulejd ul palynuspt

se ‘swo}sno pue sa101j0d s, 09N

yey) wrejo Ay1[iqe] jedounut  sypureld
Jo sasodind o1} 10J pPoYSI[qRISI }1 WIIJ

:SUOIIB]OTA RUOIIMIISUOD pada[[e oy)

Jo 90107 SurAOW 10 9STRD O} 2IoM

soonjoerd pue suoIsNo Yons Jey} pue

‘suaznIo Jo sjy3ii o) 0} 92UIIJJIpUL

2]BI0QI[OP UT SJUIPIOUT [BUIWILID

pue OIjJel} Ul PAA[OAUT SIoqUISW

A[TWE] 119y} 10/pUB SI201JJ0 ONSW

3unoejoad jo ssomnoeld pue swolsnd
§, 01334 2A01d o) pspunodor

sem AISAOQDSIP SIY} 9snBOag

(ST-81:96 “L1-¥:¥8

‘9:1£-72:0L "do ApooN) "peonpoid
sjuoWNOOp PoYYlim Jo Sof oFoq1anrd e
sem 1ou ‘peonpold sem 951J3() s, 10vuBy
STy oY) WOl 9[1] 2A1RE1ISOAUL

10 ayiy wie[d a[3uls e 10N (Z00T ‘6 Fny
poalas s)sonbay puoosag o3 asuodsay
rermswe(ddng YIxXIS  S)uepUSIa(F 0119
‘817 "xg 90S) (T1b 3V Iop33oT) "19PIO
Z00T ‘ST A[n[ s31 Ul 1100 oY) Aq patapio
pue spjnure[d Aq poisonbai se aa1jjo

s 1o8vuey HSNY oY} WOI] Sjuswinoop Aue
aonpoid jou pIp sjuepusja(] oo oYL

‘reap s, ma T8 ULy jo
uonednsaAul oY) SUIMO0][0] SIBIA AL
pue Furpsoaid s1esk sAly oY) JuLnp
1201330 ono Aue jsurede suonedoa|e
uonuow Jey) yiuy) 10 21O
awodeueA JSIY S, 012\ 0] 3unejal
SIU2WNOOP [[8 PUR JUBPUIJSP OIS
pouWIeU B JO JIOQqUIdLI A[IWE] 9JeIpawul
UE 10 JUBPUSJID O paureu

Aue £q payruuiod 1onpuoo [nysuoim
Jo suonedosjje uohusw jeY) U 10
301330 1uswadeuey Ysry S, 0419\ O}
Sune[al sjuswInoop [y Td AJ033)e))

(‘[eonuapt
a1e 9747 ‘1Z-L1 §1 ‘p1'sON/bay

suonejolA
5,001\ 10 suonjdueg jerrdorddy

7007 ‘0€ Isnany Ag $asSOMIM My
10 (9)(q)o€ 3Ny 3 qeBpajmou)|
AINpoid o1 F2pI0 007
‘ST AInp Jo SUONB[OIA S,01)9A JO Jooud

e algng
pajeusdisa@ MIAd 10 (9)(q)o€ 2y




<
(a0}

[edomunuw  spynuie[d Suisoddo
[E1I] 1B 90U3PIA2 SULIdJJO UEOI]
0NN 1qIyouad ‘aaneulsife oY) Uy

"wat} 0] pajoalgns SULZIID JO

SIYSLI [BUOT}INITISTOD 31} 0} 90UDISJJIPUL
SIRISQI[OP 9ININISUOD PUB SUOTIB[OIA
[RUOININISUCD Pa3s[[e 2Y) JO asned

I0 20J0J Sutaow & atom ‘urejdwo))
papusuly  Spnure] ul paynuapl

s® ‘Swo1snod pue sarjod s, 0no

1eyy wrepo Lyiqer] fedrotunw  syynured
Jo sasodind ay) 107 paysijqeisa 1 waa(

‘suone[oIA TeUOTINII}SU0D padafie oy
JO 2210J SUTAOW 1O 3SNEBD OY} 21oMm
soonoead pue swojsno yons Jry) pue
‘SuUsznIs Jo sy a1) 0} 30UIIJJIpUL
91BI2qQI[aP Ul S)UPIOUT [BUTILLID

puUe 913721} Ul POA[OAUI SI2qUISUL
AJlwrey 1193} 10/puUe SISDIJJO OMOA
guroajord Jo ssonoeld pue swolsno
$,0112]A 2a01d 0) papunodoxd

sem AIDAOOSIP S1Y} asneosag

0] Papaau sem UoIym ‘1onpuodsil

ao170d Jo uonessaaul s 0104 JO
UOIBN]BAD JO S}IpnNe Aue Fuipiedal ol
uodn Surpurq AUowIT}S3) [BIISJBW UTRI(O

0} ajqeun a1am sjjnure]d ‘Appusnbasuo)

(6:£9-€1:79

'SiLp-81:9¢% "da@ uukL]) ‘'s0661 oy
woLy sIfe}Jy [BuIsju] jo yrodar uonoadsur
[enuue oY) jo uonJod UOTIBUIPAIIIE

10 YHTVD 2Y) M3IA3I 10U pIp uuk[]
‘uorisodap s1y 1oy uoneredard uy (g:8¢
-L:8¢ 'do@ uuA[]) ‘S}pPNE 9OUBINSSY
Ayreng) [gnuue 9y} MSIIA3I JOU PIP UUA[]
(91-1:69 ‘81-S1:1¢ ‘S1:9Z-$7:67 "daq
uui[g) "sireJJy jeuraiu] jo suonoadsur
Io syipne oIiporiad 10J Jo Aouanbaig

3Y) 0] s® AJ1)$9) 10U P[NOD 910J2.I0Y)

pue [enuew Ao1jod 27} 491431 10U

pip uuf[q ‘uonisodop siyq a0J uoneredaid
ur sIeJJy [BUIaU] IoJ suorjoadsuy
neaing [BnUUY 7] SY) JO OM] PIMITALI
AJuo ‘uud[ puowAey Jary) Lndag

‘D A108218)) U0 ssaUNIM HA S, 018

uasaid

a1 01 (0661 W0l janpuossiw sa1jod
Jo ucne311S2AUL §, 01134 JO [BUIDIXD
10 [RUIDIUT I2YJalm “JUSUISSISSE

10 UOTIBRN[BAD 23U} 0) Sune[al

s)ipne juowafeur]y () AI039)E))

e

(‘Teonuop!

918 9Z-+7 ‘1T-L1 §1 ‘v 1°SON/bay

puC PUE 19 pue ¢ "soN/boy (1 'dd
pue 4 ‘O ‘W “T M “d ‘D ‘v so110393e0

SuoneoIA
S, 0013A] 1o suondueg Neridorddy

7007 ‘0€ 1snBny Ag SISSOUNA (M d»
10 (9)(q)0€ 2Ny 21qeadpajmoudy
ANpoLy 0], 13pIQ 7007
‘ST Anf Jo SHONE[OIA S,01)IA JO Joo.ag

133e 1xfgng
pajeudisaqg M 10 (9)(q)og¢ aIny




= Oy PR = B

UI[{ED pUe A}1[BIe] 91 SUe3ISaAUl
ﬁu\ﬂm_ov Ajnjyesodind ‘uonesrxojul
S, JOUZB A\ 19UEB[ JO MOUY SId01JJO
O1]91A 1BY]) POYSI[GB)ISD T WId(]

198e0 Yjeep [njSuUoIm 2je}S oY)

ut paeusodgns SEm 1 101JB 20UIPIAS
STU} JO UOTIONIISAP 21} UdAIS pue
‘Joufep "SI PapIioooR Jusw)eal)
3[qeBIOAE] 2V} Pue ‘(sannuapl

. SI901Jj0 Sur100so 3y} 3urpnour)
uonegnsoaul oy Jo o[ppiu

a1 Sunnp swoy 12y o) Ioudem
‘SIJAl Surp100sa JUIpUNOLINS 108
o) ‘dHN Suijres pue Sunednssaul
ut Aejop [njesodind 2y ‘uorjesrxolul
s IoUSe A\ joue[ JO o8pajmouy

S, 09N UYSI]qeISI 0} pajejno[ed

sem jsenbai A12A00sIp SIY) asnedsg

Emmw JOU pInod uelliajuno’) "S|]

(81:16-S1:16 “1:08-81:6L ‘C1:8L-61:LL
‘TT-8L:0L “€1-11:99 “LI-1:59 "daQ
uewiIaluno)) -sade; paatesoid Jo s)ooq
3o} 10 151 ‘A10)JUdAUL AUR JO SINOQBIISYM
ay3 Surpiedas sanmbur Aue axyew jou pip
UBWLIDIUNOY) "SJA] "SISIX3 [[US 11 I0YJayMm
auriolap o) oy are sadey ay) a1oym

sy neA 21) 192dsur Jou pIp UBULIUNO))
SN (6'vL1 — €1:¢L1 "deQ urwIauno))
‘sadey o3 01 peuaddey uaas

1B M IO SISIXD [[1IS 1BIP §, MITa( ULIg
Jo Suruaas a2y3 uo apew sguiprosal ade)
oneudew a1} Jo Adoo dnyoeq 10 [euiSiio
oY} I} ISMSUE J0U P[NOD ‘neaing
SUOTJROIUNIUTIO)) OI}RJA 10} 100211
suonelad( ‘UeuLINUNOY) UOIRYS ‘) pUe
1 sau108s3e)) uo ssauiim Y S, 019N

‘yojedsip

¥661 ‘L7 1aquaidag atyj Jo ade .
olpny QdINAT 24l :T1 AI0331B)

(V 11q14xy se payoelje)

[2I82G JUIAH IOJUO) UONBITUNIIWO))
AQdWAT 241 Jo uonejaidiajul

ay) ‘o} pajulf jou jnq ‘Furpnioul

pue 30U Yons |[e Jo Fo[ 10 adey
oty uipnpdul ‘pe61 ‘LT Joquiedag
UO SI201JJO 012N Y}im JOBIUOD IaYylo
pue [ouueyd OIpPRI 2Y] :J, AJI033}8))

)

(‘Teonuapl
oIe 9Z-%T ‘1Z-L1 §1 ‘v1'SON/baY
pul PUE ‘9 pue ¢ 'soN/bay 1 'dH

pue 4 ‘O ‘W “1 A ‘4 D ‘V sou108)ed
MIAJ 103 si1sanbayf suo1oueg)

‘wrejo L1[iqer]

‘sa1o1od

asor) 0) paloalgns suazZpId Jo SIYSH

oY} 03 20UIJJIPUL DIBISQI[OP IIN}IISUOD
PUR SUOIJB[OIA [BUOIINTISUOD padaj[e

ay) purysq 22105 Sulaow € s1om sarorjod
puR SWI0)SNO Yons Jey) pue A[1qel]
[EUTLHLID PUB [IAIO WIOIJ ISYJOUER U0
gunyoojoud Jo soonoeid pue swoisno e sey
019N 1B} A103() SJJI3ure}d 4sIjqeiss

SUORBIOIA
S, 01197 104 suonoueg Nendorddy

2007 ‘0€ ISn3ny Ag sassauym N d»
10 (9)(q)0€ Y [ qeIdpajmouy]
adnpoad o] I3pIQ 7007
‘ST Anf Jo SUONIRIOIA §, 0133 JO Joorq

PN a(qng
payeudisaq SN 10 (9)(q)o€ 2InA




o~
o~

(‘reonyuspr Arenyiia are |
"ON/bay T pue DD ‘N ‘] so083180
SMIAId foJ s1sanbay uonoueg)

"S}0BJ P2)JBIS-2A0QE 2V} JO UOI)Iasse
spnureid Suisoddo aduspias

(el je Juionpoijul wolj onely
apnyosid 1o/pue Jusawneat) Jeroads
Io1] paplodde pue ‘uoresnssAul oy}
Sunnp swoy 12y 03 2U20S Y} WOL
pue 0} 1oudep jouR[ Pa1109s? ‘JHN

uodn Juipurq AUOWIS3) [BLISJRW UIR)GO
0] 2{qeun alam sjynuie[J ‘Apusnbasuo)

(£:£0T-TT:90T ‘¥C-61:9¥1 ‘6-T° 11
‘STITIEEL “€T-0THIT PI-11:111 "deQ@
uewIajuno)) ‘uonjednssaul oy Surinp

Jwoy 1audep JSUB[ SACIP SIOIIJJO OTJON
Uolym AJUspl UBTLISIUNOY) "SJA P[N0D
ION ‘S1USWNO0P [[B09Y JUSPIOU] Y} WOIJ
Lijeiey Mmoo uIg 9y o) paysjedsip
Juesd19s o1jJeI) 10 J0S1AIANS BUIDS JWIID
2Y) AJJUSPI 10U P[NOI UBWIIUNOY) "SI
(91-€1:8% “9:L¥-TiLy

‘€1-8:7¢ "do(] urwiIdlUNO) ‘olsymAue
AJ[BOTUOIID2]9 PoIo]s alom sodessow

1X9] LN 2Y} 10U 10 IOY}oUm pUR WIIISAS
108ed s onoaN Surpiedol suonsanb Lue
I9MSUE }OU P[N0D OS[® UBULIIUNGY) "SI

(Z1-T:€L1 ‘5T

S1T:TLT “P1-8:991 “S1-6:191 ‘0T-S1:091
‘v:88-81:£8 ‘€Z-€1:1. "daQ wewIaIUNO))
‘uotpisodap 13y o3 Jorxd uoneULIOUL STY)
I19A00S1p 0] sallmbut oiseq Jsow a1} s)ewW
USAS 10U PIP UBWISIUROGD) S|\ "SpEll
sem ade) o) uoym 10 ‘Opewr sem ode) oy;
Moy ‘Ajifeie] moTa( uLg 2y} o3 Sunje[az
osed oy} ur pasnpoid ade) oIpne 9339s5ed
ayerdwoour ay) apew oym Furpieldar

suope[oIA

S, 0113\ 104 suondueg Nerdorddy

Z00Z ‘0€ Isn3ny Ag sassamIM (MIAd,
20 (9)(q)0€ [N d[qedpa[moud]
JINpoad o], I3pIQ) 7007
‘ST A Jo SUONB[OIA S, 01)IIA Jo Joouq

Ianey afgng
pareusisag MIAL 10 (9)(qQ)o€ 2nH




o
o

)

AATIATAT 4
Uajd iy o}

:IouUSe A\ SIJA POPIOOOE JUAUIIBAT)

2]qeI0AE] oY) pue ‘(soniuopl
SIao1y10 SunIooss o) Furpn[oul)

uoNeS1)SOAUT oY} JO o[ppllr

oy} Sunnp owoy 1oy 0} 1sufep
"SI Funiosse Fuipunolins s)oej

a3 ‘dHN 3Bur[jeo pue Sunednsaaul
ur Aefap [nyasodind ay) ‘uoneoIxojul
s Jouge g\ jouef Jo sdpaymouy

S, 0J}2JAl YSI[qeisa 03 pale[nofed

sem 1sanbax L15A00s1p sny; asneoayg

‘ST-1:1S ‘6-T:0S ‘P16V-07'8Y ‘VT-01:Lt
‘TT-S1:9% "dog 9930N) ‘uonEULIOJUI
oy} 10400SIp 0} saumbur o1seq 1sowt ay)
I3RUI 0] JOYIOG JOU PIP 2 'SJIq Iejn[[eo
oY} UO S3UIRU pUR SI2QUWNU JO A}1JUSPI
2y} 8urpredaa suonsanb oiseq jsow oy
0} sIomsue FUIpn[dul p461 ‘£z Joquaydag
Jo SuruaAd ay) uo syjuepuajs(J Aq spru
s[1es suoydo[o) Je[nj[2o oy} Surpiedar
suonsenb 1smsue o3 paredordun

sem ‘D)D) A1odaie)) JoJ ssauilm AL

S, 013N ‘93O pieyoTy j21yn Anda(

‘uonednsaaul

UoISI[[02 JIJjeI) [BIR] MO7a(] oY)

Jo 109dse Aue ur paajeaul [ouuosiad
OI13IA] [[B PUB SJUBPUIJS(] OIISTA
pauiet [[e 10] 661 ‘0¢ 1oquiaydag
01 $661 ‘L7 1oquaidag woij spiooal

suoydajs) IBIN[[20 [[V D)) AI0833E8 )

‘M3 UL JO splotwoy Je[ndiyas/ Nd
Auojaj ay) Surpiedal ‘syuepuaja(

019N 213 Jo swos Furpnfour ‘siosiaiadns
OIJ9IA] [2A3] YI1Y Jo a8pojmou) A[Ieo

Ayl pue ‘1oufep ‘SIN Paploode jusuneal)
a[qeloArJ ay) ‘(SanNIUapPI SID1FJ0
dun109s2 oy) Surpnjour) uorjednsosaus
ay1 JO 9]ppIw oY) SuLInp swoy JIay

0] 1puUSe M SIA dunlosss Suipunoldins
s1oe] oY) ‘JHN 3uifjes pue Sunednssaul
ur Aefep [nyesodind oy) ‘uonjeoixoi

s JouSep 'SIA Jo o3pojmouy s 0IOW
USI[qB}S3 0} Papasu 21om YoIym ‘yjesp

S M3a73(] ullg yo 3uIuUaAS 3y} UO SpeW
suonediunuIwo? 2y} Jurpiedar onop

suonejoIA
S,01)9JA 104 suondues Nerrdorddy

7007 ‘0€ ¥sn3ny £g sassomIm M,
10 (9)(q)0€ Ay 2[qeadpajmou)]
3dNpoLd o, 13PIO 00T
‘ST AInf JO SUOTIB[OIA S0 JO Joouq

12 1algng
pajeudisa M 10 (9)(Q)o€ 210y




'SUOIIR[OIA [BUOIINIIISUOD pada[[e oy}
JO 50J0] BUIACLE 10 ISTIED o1} 9I3M
saomoeld pue SWOISND YOons Jey) pue
‘SUIZIIID JO SIYTLI o) 0) 20UBIJFIPUI
91RIQI[OP UI SJUSPIDUI [BUIUITIO

pUE O1JJel) Ul PSAJOAU] SIOQUSL
AJIWwe] 119y} 10/pUE SISIJJO OO
gurioojoad jo saonoeid pue suiojsno
§ 013N 2a01d 03 pepunodoxd

sem A19A00SID Sy} asnesag

OIaJA 1e SuijsLiq o) 1o suosanb

AUE I9MSUB 0] 10U PIIINIISUI SEM 9 IW
(TLEI-6LFET “6-L11€1 "do 99O
w1k 13V olfsisey) "paisixa suodor Lue
J1 995 0] UON)I35 SPI0231 O} UT DIEas B
op jou pip pue (31odsi e paiedosd sey oy
1B} PaLy1Isa) IS[joYy JJLISYS y3Inoy) uaaa)
QWIOT S IS[93 JJLISYS woly [18d 116

ST} 0} Buneias paredazd a1om sirodar Aue
Iaylaym mouy jou pip ‘ao30N preyory
‘g A108a1e)) 107 ssaulim WA J S, 019

'S[[B0 oY) SuIuIaouoo

SJUSWINOOP 10 SPIooal a1} Jo Surjpuey
yjusnbasqns Lue pue jussaid ay) o)
0661 WOiy WOy § 19y ALIS( WOolJ
pooeld sjfed [16 [[V THA A1030)%)

g

(‘Teonyuapr Ajeniiia 1w |
"'ON/baY 1 PUB DD ‘N ‘L seuoTeied
MIAd 10] sysanbay uonodueg)

"$]08] P3)B)S-9A0QR SY) JO UOILIISSE
SImute|d Fuisoddo asuapras

[BLI} JB 3UrdnNpoIul Wwolj 0NdJA
spnyaa1d 10/pue JusuneaI) [RIdads
loy poplodde pue ‘uonednsoAul o)
fuiunp swoy 19y 03 ow00S 0} WO
pue 0} Ioudepp 19UB[ P21I00sa ‘JHN
Furfres pue Apeiey oy SuneSnsoaur
paAe[ap A[nyasodind ‘uonesrxojur

8 Joudep 1ouB[ JO MAUY S1ad1JJ0

‘Jusprout [e1eJ sy} Suipiedai siosiazodns
0119l [2A9] Y31y Jo 28pajmouy
oY1 pue ‘I2uep "SI PapPIO0OE

JuauI)Bas) 9[qRIOAR] 53U} ‘(Son1IUapl
S¥301770 a3 urpnjour) uonesnsaaul
3y} Jo sfppIiwt o) SuLINp swioy 13y

0) 1oudep "SI Sunaooss Furpunorins
sjor] oY) ‘dHN Surfjeo pue Sunefusaaul
ur Aefap [nyssodind a1 ‘uonjearxojul

S JouSepy "SIy JO oFpajmouy s, 0l8 N
USI[qBISO O] Papadll aiam YoIym ‘yjeap
§.M2To(] ULIg JO SUIUSAS 91) UC SPRUW
suonesIunwiwod ay) 3urpiedal onap
uodn Surpurq AUow}sa) [RIISIEW UIRIGO

01 2[qeun a1am sjynure[d ‘Ajjuanbasuo))

(£2-01:79 “€:LS-vT:SS ‘L:¥S-0T1:€S

SUOEIB[OTA
§,01)3A] 104 suondue§ geLidorddy

7007 ‘0€ 3sn3ny Ag sassomiIa M,
10 (9)(q)o€ 21Ny 21qeadpajmonyy
ou:ﬁchn— O.H Lv—uuo NQ@N
‘ST A[nf JO SUOIIR[OIA S OI}IAI JO JOOIJ

1311\ 393[qng
pareudrsaq MId 10 (9Xq)og a1y




w
[a]

204'LT950L00€

Y (Teonuapr
918 9T-4T “1Z-L1 ST ‘p1'soN/bay
pul PUE 1§ pue ¢ "soN/bay (] ‘AH

PUR J ‘O ‘W “1 ¥ ‘A *D ‘v sauoFejes

I 10 s1sanbay suonoueg)
‘wrels Ariqer

{ediounw synure(q Sursoddo
[eL1] 18 35u0pIas SULIs]jo wolj
O3 Nqiyord ‘sanjeuIalfe ay) uf

"uIsy} 0) pajoalqns susznis jo

$1YSLI [EUOIININISUOD BT} 0} A5UIISIJIPUI
2JBI2QI[3P 9IN)IISUOD PUB SUONB[OIA

_ [EUOTINIIISUOD PaZS]IE 21]) JO 9sned
1\ 10 92101 FutAow ® o1om “jurejduro]
\ POpUSWY  SJyRUIR]{ UT pal1uapI
S® ‘swojsnod pue sararjod s, o1ja

teyy wiepd Ayiqen [edorunw syynurerg
Jo sasodind oy 105 paysiqelss 11 woa(g

(Z:LE1-pT:0¢]

"81-91:9€1 ‘O1-8:9€T “T1-:SE] “6-L11€]
€1-9:6TT ‘BI-T1:LT1 *ST-TI:STT ‘1:901
“61:601 "do 993N ‘P1l 13V o[foisey)
"SOUDPISAL § _IS[[3Y] JFLISYS WOI [[BD [ [
Sl Jo0) oym Iaydjedsip sy) Jo Lrbur ou
SPEW 3 pue ‘20UIPISAI § II[[9I JILISYS
woly 1{ed 116 2Y) o) Surpuodsas suosiad
U3 yo Ajuspr oyy Suipiegar axmbur

10U PIp 993[OIN "JUIA3 31} 0} Julje[al
P2300q sem 30uopraa Aue J1 895 0) Yoy
03 110332 ou apew 332 (1:901-61:501
‘dag 29O N) "poarssard arom s19[[nq

1o s3urses |[ays Aue ji 908 0) 20U3PIAD
a3y} Fui[puey 10J o[qIsuodsai o1om

oya ajdoad ayj Jo Lue Jo sambur jou

PIP 2239 (81:201-5Z:001 "do 29304
‘¥1b 3V oreisey) “esnoy s oqay
JJUISYS woly [ed] 6 ay) Suipresol

SuonerorA
5,002 104 suopdurg yeradosrddy

T00T ‘0€ I1Sn3ny Ag sassamIm M,
40 (9)(q)o€ 2Iny afqeadpajmouyy
wo:—uOhm 0T, hmﬁho c00¢
‘ST Anp Jo SUONIB[OIA S, 04)0JA JO Joo1 ]

I8 19algng
pareudisaq M 10 (9)(q)g 21y




\

[ 4 LDOC, REQ. YIOLATIONS



) -

-

30UAPIAS [BL1) JB Sulonpoajul
WIOIJ SIUBPULJA(T ONON AU}
apupoaxd 1o /pur JuUsWIRII] [BIddS
Jay papioodoe pue ‘UolleI1ISoAUL
o) Sunnp swoy 19y

01 U225 2Y] wouy pur o} Isufep
Joue( pa1102so ‘JHN Sulfres

pue £iele] ay1 Sunednsaaul
pakelap Aqnjasodind
‘UOTIBOIXOIUT § IoUTE M

19UB[ JO MUY sIUBpUSJR(] OMAJA
a3 eyl paysI[qerIse 31 waa(g

19880 Jeap [nj3uoim 3)e]S ay) Ul
parusodqgns sem 31 193J€ 90UIPIAD
ST} JO UOIONIISOP 2y} USAIF pue
‘IoUZv AL SI]A POPIOIOE JUSUNEBDI)
ajgeroaeJ oY) pue ‘(sonnuapIl
.S1001730 3unI00sd o) Juipnjoul)
uo11e313S9AUT 9Y) JO S[ppIW 3}
duunp awoy Joy o) oufep\ SIN
3uniooss Guipunorins s}98] Yy}
‘dHN Surqreo pue Sunednsoaur ur
Aejap nyasodind ay) ‘uonyearxojur
s JouSep 1ouef Jo agpojmouy

S, 0I13IN YS1]q®ISa O} pPaje[no[ed
SEM SUOTIBOIUNIIUIOD PAaplooal
ade) 21]) Jo A12A0951p 9snedag

(eh v
Ia{JJa77) ‘opBW SBAM UOTIBIIUNUIWOD

yons yoiym Wolj [aUueld
aYj 10 APBUI SBA UOLIEOTUNWIIOD

JYl awin} ayj 2jeo1pul ade] 93195580
2Y) GO PaUuIeIUOD SUCTIRITUNUIIIOD 3]
JoouoN (¢h Jyv I9UIT) v661 ‘LT
Iaquialdeg UO 2pEW SUOTIEIIUNUWILIGD
Pa19919s-][as awos Furureijuos

ade) anjasses g paonpold onspy

(¢h 3V IspPyoT) '90ULISIXS UL [[N1S
alam ade) oneuSew dn-jjoeq pue ade;
onjpudew [euISLIo oY) UAYM ‘LoUSD 4
‘A M27T3(T UNS Yjeop [nj3uoim

91BIS YY) Ul $661 ‘01 I2qUUIAON

uo sade) 2sa1) perusodqns sjyiuIe

(6 PLI-CT:ELT ‘1108

“81:6L ‘T:8L-61:L, "do ueu1aiuno))
"P2ISIXD (1S £9y) J1 995 0) sadw)

sy} Suruizjuod jinea sy} oadsur uoas
jou p1p ssaunim (9)(q)og 2|y S, 019N
ey ur (¢l 1y IapyeT) sjeuueyd
auoydara) pue orpel oy} Jo s3uipiooal
adey onjaudew pea1 ‘L7 1deg

ay3 Jyo Adoo dn-3oeq 10 TRUISLIO

3Y) I1ay)2 paonpold 10A9U 0NN

"MOTa(J UL Jo yieop ay) Suipunoins

SQOUBISWNOIID 10 Yonedsoaut

2y} 01 Surturelzed (uonoe Jo yor|

10) suotjoe sjuepusaja( **° o) Junelal
SIUDWNOOP |IY T "ON Isonbay 35|

19pIQ 7007 ‘ST AIng
§.31N0)) JO SUONIB[OIA SIUBPUIJI(
0J1JIA J0,] uondues elridoaddy

SEYiR 1)
2007 ‘ST A[nf 5,3100)) JO STONR[OIA
SIBBPUIFI( O1IA JO JoOid

}sanbay juswnodo(q




"N’

(ol

9y} JO 2010 SUIAOW IO asned

21} 2154 $201108Id pPUR SUICISND
[ons jey) pur ‘susznio jo sysu
oY) 01 20ULIDYJIPUL 2)RIAQI[IP

Ul SJUSPIOUT [BUIUILID PUE O1jJel]
Ul P3AJOAUL SISqoW AJIUIe] 119y}
pue s19913J0 o1joJN Sunosjold

Jo saonoeid pue swoisno

s, 01121 9Aa01d 01 papunodoid
sem AISA0DSID SIY) asnedag

aaisuodsar £3niuspr pue s§oj

34} M31AI 0] SJJUIUIR[J PASIAPE puUe
S30] gV1 2aneunojurun pue ondAis
oy} [1ew Aq PoAISs 010N ‘7007

‘T AInf wo “reyiey (T00T ‘6 'Sy
paAIos sisonbay puoseg o) asuodsey
[eruowaiddng yixIg  syuepusisq
OXRIN ‘81T "Xd 99S) "T00T ‘6
1sn3ny o) Joud juswmosop aaisuodsal
a[8urs & sonpoid jou pip onsp

urrg Jo uoned1Isaaul o) SUIMO[]0]
SIB3A aA1} pue Suipasaid sieok

9ATJ 91]) SULINp ISOIJJO JUSWIIOJUS
ME[ B JO IDQUIW A[IuIe] 9)BIpauilll
ue 10 19010 juawadiojus mey Aue £q
PaNIULIo? 1onpuod [nyfuocim pagoje
Jo JHN pue OWYILHN Aq uorjedsoaut
a1} 0} Sune[al SJUSWNIOP IAY)0 10
sourpWIWINS ‘epuelowew ‘sjrodal [V

€ "ON JSanbay IS|

(‘'Teonuapi Aj[eniaa aie |
"ON/beY 1 pue DD ‘N ‘] sen039180
SN 107 sisenbay] uonoueg)

"§108] Pale1S-2A0QE oY)

Jo uoniasse sjjnure[d Suisoddo

“maTa(Qg
UMY JO aplotoy Ie[namysa/1Nd
Auoyay ay) Surpieder ‘syjuepusjo(g
OX)3JA] 3} JO 2wos SuIpn[oul
‘s10s1AI3dNs oo [949] Y3y
Jo o8pajmouy Aj1eo o) pue ‘1auSep
"SI PAPIOIDE JUSWIBAL) O[(BIOAR]
syl ‘(ssnnuepr s19o01jyo Sun00sa 3y
Surpnjoul) uoneS1)saAUI 2} JO S[pPpPIU
o) Suumnp owoy 18y 01 Ioudep\ SIN
3unoose Furpunorins s3oey 9yl ‘dHN
Zurres pue Sunednssaur ur Ae[op
[ngesodind oy ‘uonesixoiui s, Joule
"SI JO a3pa[mouy  sjuepuaja(g
O119]A 2Y) US1|qBIS2 0} papoou oIam
Yorym ‘yleap s M3 a(q Uy Jo SuiusAa
3] U0 SPEW SUOIIBITUNUIWOD 21[)
duipie3ai 20uapiAd [RLIDJEW paalidap

19p10 2007 ‘ST Anp
§$,34N0)) JO SUON)B[OIA  S)UCPUIJ3(
oI 104 uon3dueg Neridorddy

JI3pa1Q
T00T ‘ST AINL §,3AN0)) JO SUOIIB[OIA
Sepuajag o0.)a3yA jo jooag

1sanbay yusuindoq




o

-

(sl

(‘TeonyUAPI
918 9T-FT ‘1Z-L1 ST ‘v1'SON/baY
puC PUR 19 pUE ¢ "SON/boY (1 id
pue O ‘N 1N ‘g D ‘v sa11039180
SIINd 10} si1sanbay suoijoueg)
e[ Ajiqer]

Jedownuw  spynurejd Suisoddo
L1} J8 90UQPIAD FULIDJJO WOIJ
oIj2A 1qIyoad ‘0AnRUID)[R JY] U]

"wat) 01 paroalgns suazio jo sysu
[BUOIIN]IISUOD 23U} 0} 3IUSIIJJIPUL
91eIAqI[oP SINIIISUOD pue

SUOTIB]OIA [BUCGHN)IISUOD Paga[e
9Y) JO Isned 10 2010J SUIAOW B 2I0M
‘ureidwo)) popuswy  SyynuIe[d

Ul Paynuapt se ‘SUWo)snd pue
sarorjod s, 0194 18Y) WIe[o A111qe1]
[ediotunur ,sppnjureld jo sesodind
3Y) 10J paysI[qe:ss i1 woag

:SuoRjOIA [BUOHN)IISUOD pado[e

[BUOIINIIISUCD Padaj[® 2y} PUIYag 8910
Suraour 8 a10m s9101j0d pue SWOISRO
yons jely} pue A)I{Iqel] [EUTUILIO

puUE [IAID UIOIJ Iayjoue auo Junoajoid
Jo Astjod pue woisno uexodsun ue sey
ooy 1eY) L1091} SIFnIUIR]J YSI[qeIS?
0] Papsalu sem [2IYM ‘Owes Jo
sIoquat AJIWE) 9}2IPAUWIWI 10 SI21JJ0
JUSWIDIOFUS MB] AUB PaIITUIUIOD
1onpuod [njmejun pagse jo
sSuocB31ISOAUL SJUBPUSJA(J OLO oY)
urpiedal 2ouap1as [rULjEW paalidep
a1om syynure[d ‘Appuenbasuo))

(vh v

Iopyor1 e 1h 3pv ofeisey)) ‘usye)
uaaq pey suonisodap Y J 24l Jo 1sow
13)Je pue SUlPesp 70T ‘6 ISnSny

Y} I8YJ® [[aMm “TO0T ‘LT ISn3ny

[run sjuswmoop aAarsuodsar Suronpoid
urdaq jou pip 01PN (1:6L-91:8L
‘dog Apoojy) ‘sjuownoop aalsuodsal
AIuapt 01 s9[U VI S Jo Aue ma1a01
1ou pip ond] ((1:6£-91:8L "d2Q
ApPOOIA “11:£9-91:99 ‘do uukyq ]
-01bb 33V ofja1sey) -soj ondLid sy
Jo sanjeu 213 usaIs os op 03 a[qissod
10U ST 11 Y3noyl usAs ‘sjuswnoop

‘Aoviidsuod 10 dn-12409 JUAW[EIOUOD

‘)so11e as{e] ‘uonednsaAul
wanpnesy ‘Amfiad ‘Surjrodar as[e]
10 *** uonednssaul 2y} o) Sune[al

sjuownoop Aue 10 QW AJTuej
3)BIPSWWI UEB 10 JUBPUIJ(] OO
powreu Aue £q pajlIuIwIos 10NPUOD
[ny3uoim padajie jo ** uonefnsoAur
ay) 03 Supne[as syudwndo (10/S1/8
Palep 13paQ 1no)) dad pasiaxy)

‘Yieap s Mg

13PI0 2007 ‘ST Lnr
§.1IN0) JO SUONIE|OIA S)UEpUIJI(J
0013\ 104 uonpdueg Nerdoaddy

13pIQ
7007 ‘ST AInf §,31n0) Jo SUOHEB[OIA
SITEPUIJI( OIRA JO Joour

1sanbay juwswinoo(g




o’

Ao

pue H M 10J sisanbayf uonoueg)
‘Juaunead; feroads soufepm

JauRf papi0208 pue sainpadold

asoy) wouj payredap sjuepusjag
OX}9JAl 2Y) JBY) UOILIaSSE  SJJUUIR]J
Suisoddo aousapiad 10 sSUOISIj[0D
91JeI} [BiR] JO UCIEZNISAAW

a1 10} sainpasoid Sunjerado piepueis
SIUBpUaJa(] O 2U) JO 30UIPIAL
[B1I} 18 SUIDNPOIIUT WOLJ SIUBPUIJI(
011N 21} opn[oa1d J0/pue JuoUELI)
[e1oads 1oy papIodde Uk JoUSe M

19UR[ JO 958D 91} Ul SUOISI{[02 OIfJel)

211 Jo uonednsosAul 10J sainpasold
pIepue)s I1o) woly payedap sjuepuaja
OLISIAL 23 JeY) paysi[qe}sa 31 wsag

JuawiesIy [e1oads

IauSeA) 19UR[ POPIOOOE puUR
saanpasoid asoy) wolj payiedap
SJUBPUII(] OIIDJA 21} 18y} pue
661 Joquialdag Jo se suoisi[[oo
J1JJBI) [B)R] JO UOTIRTNISIAUL o))
10] sainpaocord Sunjeiado piepue)s
S, 0112JA] YSi[qe1Se 0] PIje[no[ed
sem AIDA0OSIP STU] 25Neddg]

o
<
<o
[y]
ff\“c
—
O
jus
=
-
)
(\Il
vy

-0t
‘sueij, Suileal ‘017 'X4) 'poriad

JUIN PamoliBU 34} 10J paonpoad

pey 1 suoday ueplooy duyJell oY)

Jo satdod pajoepaiun aonpold 01 01N
paioplo o3puf ajensidey oy; ‘Bulieoy
T00T ‘€1 aunf ayj JuLnp ‘UONIppe uJ

(Fb 33V ojoisey)

'syodar ¢661-24d a3 aonpoad pip
IDAU OI}IN “I2A2MOH (S:A1-ZZ:91
‘de@ witeypay p0T "Xq ‘TI1C-61:0C
doq SueT) ‘Apusueuad spodoy
JUSPIIOY JIjJeL], SUIR)AI OI)O

JBY) puB 2s[e] sem uoneiuasardar

s, onaq 1Y) suonisodap (9)(q)og
a[ny 2yl Sunnp pawres| sjyuuIe[d

(eb 33V ora1sed) "L661 pue

9661 s1eek o4} o) 1senbar juownoop
93} PaMOIIBU }IN0)) 21) pue SjFNiuIR]
‘uonyejuoasardar siyl uo paseg

(eh J3v oneIsey) "S661 01 6861 2T
s1e0A jueA2[2] 150w ay) Suinp syroda
aonpoid 1ou pinoos a1ojaral) pue sieak
2A1} Is)Je sj10dal uoisij[od s1jjen
sAo1sap 11 1eY) pajuasaldal oxjoN

['L661 pue 9661 sieak

oY1 Sunnp o119N Aq pajednsaaul
suodal uoisi[[oo ayyjeI) [B1R] [V 01
T0/S1/8 I9PIO 1M0) 13 pasTAIY]

‘qiesp

s . ma13( ulg o) Sutureirad 1rodai
uoIsI[[02 21jje1} 21) Jo uoneredaid 213
duimoljoj s1eak 2A1] pue Jurpsasord
sieak 0A1] oY) Sunmnp onoW

£q parednsaam syrodar uoisijjos
Sl [e1e] [Ty p "ON Isanbay Is|

‘sa101]0d
pue swoisnd asoyy o) pejoafqns

19p20 2007 ‘sT Aar
§,31N07) JO SUONE[OIA S)UBPUIJaq
0JIAl 104 uondueg eridoaddy

JPIO
700T ‘ST A[nf 5,100 JO SUONIB|OIA
Suepuajag oJ3aJA jJo Jooad

Hmm-m-om jmuinaoqg




4

s

JouR[ paplodde pue sainpasoid
asow) woa] pailedap suepusjog
OIRJA 24l 18] PUE 661
Iaqualdag Jo se aoudn{yur ay)
Iapun SurALIp Jo U013B31)SaAUT 2Y)
107 sainpadsoid Suneiado piepuels
S 0X13JA YSI|qe1Sd 0] poje|no[es
sem AI0AO0DSIp SIU) asnedag

0661 S1EaA 2y 0] }sanbal juswnoop
Y] PaMOLIBU 1IN0 24] pue SIFIIUIR[J
‘uoneluasaidar s1Y} Uo paseg

(¢h 13V ol1a1s8Y) "$661 01 1661 21
siesA JueAS(aI Jsowr ay) Sunnp siroda
2o9npoid jou p[nod 210]J919{] pue

s1BaA 9ATJ I91Je s)rodey 1sa11y [1Nd
pakolisop 11 jey) pojussardal onoy

Aq paeisuaf suoday 1seny 1N [V
‘110/61/8 13PLQ 1IN0 I3 g PISTANY]

‘Y1eap s, Mo ullyg
Jo 2uads oy} 1B A1011q0S s, 10uSep
Jouef Jo uonednsaaul a3 Surpesaid
sIeak 2a1y) o1} FurInp uepuajag
[enpraipul yoea £q pajelauad syzodax
1saxIe [N IV S 'ON 1soubay 151

(‘jeonuspl
Alrenina aie ¢ ‘oN/bay s

"M3T3(] ULIF JO OPIOTUIOY IB[NIIYIA
oy} jo uonegnsaaur oy Fuunp
Iaude |\ ‘SIN Papioode SUBPUIII(]
OJJON 24} uaunea) Jeroads

a) pue sainpasoid Junerado pigpuels
yons woij sinyedsp sjuepusjaQ
O1IOJA 2Y3 MOY[S O} Papaalu sem YoIym
‘SUOISI[[0 d1]Jel) [BIe) JO UOT)BBISOAUL
oy} ut sainpaooad Fuierado

piepuels sjuepusja(] o9 oY)
3urpiedal 9ouapiaa [BLIDIEW paAlidop
alam spynuted ‘Ajjusnbasuo)

(0T-L1:€V ‘€T-6°1¢

‘11:¢€z-£7:7z "da( 8ue) -syuswnodop
satsuodsal sonpoid pue AJ1yuaprt o)
(191ndwoo pue urwIng y1oq) seoIn0sal
srdwe pey 11 1ey] pue neaing splooay
31 ut ajdoad oz seakojdwa onay

(sh 1v

1310 TO0T ‘ST A[nr
§$,3IN0D) JO SUONIB[OIA S)uepuaja(q
011N 1o uondueg deridoaddy

IapaQ
7007 ‘ST A[nf $,1100)) JO SUCI}B[OIA
Suepuaja o.I3fA Jo Jooirq

3sanbay juamndo(g




p -

D

(‘1eoniuapt A[eniaiA sie
¢ "ON/ba¥ 1 pue | pue (g sa11089]e0
WIN S 10] si1sanboy uoriouey)

"JUaUIBAT)
[e1oads 1oulep jour[ paploddw
pue sainpsooad asoy) woiy
poyedap syuepuajo( oL 23
1ey3 uonIasse  sjjnuiejd suisoddo
3DUIPIAY 10 pi61 Ioquidag Jo

SB 20USN[JUI 2} Japun SUIALIp JO
uonedNsaAUl a2y I0J sarnpasoid
3unerado piepuels  sjuepuajeq
OX)2TAL 2} JO 20UDPIAD

jeLr} 8 SUIDNPOIIUT WOI] 0NN
apnpoaxd 10/pue Juaunessy eroads
ISy paploodk pue 1oudes) Jouel

Jo 9880 9y} ur [ Jo uoneInsaAul
10J sampasoid pIepur)s Iay)

woyy papedop sjuepudjo(] 0PN
aY) JB1) PAYSIjGeIss T Waa(]

‘juswieon) [e1oads 1ouSep

"SITAl 01 POpPI0JdR JuaWRAI} [RI2ads o)
pue sainpeosoid yons woiy ainjiedap
ay; moys 0] poutad swinl pgGI oY)
Juump syuaproul 11 Jo uonednsaAul
ay} ut sainpasord Suneiado

prepue)ls Sjuepuojod OO oY)
gurpie3al aouaplad [vLI2)eW paaridap
aram symuie[d ‘Afiuenbosuo)

(obpv

I51]1J27]) "OS PIP I9A2U OIOIA ‘10A0MOY]
(061# TOOT ‘€1 dunf ‘€Z-5:0¢

‘suel] Fuuesy ‘g1z 'xg) ‘porrad

awl pamolieu ayl 10) paonpoid

pey 11 suioday 1se11y 1NQ oY

Jo sardoo pajoepaiun aonpoid 0] onep
paiapro 28pns aensideN oy ‘Sunreay

TOOT ‘€1 2unf oyj Sunmp ‘uonIppe uj

(TT-ST:p61 UBWINUNOY ‘pi[€

-12:0¢ "do@ ApPoOIN ‘vl "3V o[[315%Y)
"0S 2UOP 2ABY A[ISed P[Nnoo )1 ySnoy)
uaA9 ‘syodal $661-1661 24l 20npoxd
PIP IaA2U onoIN ‘1aaamoy ($07

'xg ‘z1-¢:07 'daQg Sue]) ‘sieak gg
10J suodayf 15011y [N (T SUIEISI OO
JeY) pue as[e] seam uonejuasaidal

s, 013N eyl suonsodap (9)(q)0¢
o[ty oY) 3ulinp pauded| sjjlpuie[d

(eb BV ol12158Y) "L661 pue

13apa0 7007 ‘St Ang
$,3IN0)) JO SUONB[OIA SIUEPUAI
01)9]A 10, wonoueg Neradorddy

I3pIQ
7007 ‘ST A[nf §,3AN0)) JO SUONE[OTA
SlEepuaja(g 013N Jo Jooad

['L661 PUe 9661
Junnp sjuepuajo(] 019N poweu Auw

jsanbay 3mawndo(g




N

e~

“wre(d A1[1qer]
jediotunw sjynure]d Sutsoddo
JBLI] 18 20USPIAS SULI9JJO WOILJ

onoN 1qiyoid ‘sarjeuralje ayl uJ

"wot) 0} pa1oafqns sueznid Jo sYS L
[BUOTINIIISUOD 2y} 0] 20UAIIJJIpUI
91eI3qI[Op 21M[ISUOD pue

SUOIB]Ol1A [BUOIINIIISUOD pagaj[e
3Y) JO as0BI 10 9010 SUTAOW B 3IsMm
Qurejdwo) papuswy  sjriureld

UL PAIJIIUSPI SB ‘SWOISND pue
so1o1]0od §_ 01197 JBY) WIeo KI[Iqer]
[edomunw  syynure(d jo sesodind
231 10J PAYSI[qBISD I W23

:SUOTJBOIA [BUOIIN}IISUOD Pado[[e
2y} JO 9910] FuIAOUI 1O 2SN

oY) aI1om s931)orId pUR SWOISND
yons Jey] pue ‘susziio Jo syysu
3Y) 0} 20UBIDJJIPUI 2)RIAGI[2P

Ul SJU9PIOUL [BUIWULID PUR JIJJEI)
Ul POAJOAUL SISQUIdW AJIWR} ITaY)
puB s1201JJ0 01} Surnioatord

Jo ssonorid pue swoisnd

s, 0119]q 2401d o031 papunodoad
SeM AISA0DSID SIY] Isnedag

oY} 01 Pa3] 18Y] SUCTIOURS I0J UOTION 2}
po[y sjynureid ‘Ajdurod o) pasnjai [[Us
onaIN uayM ((FTT#) 100T ‘€ I0qUada(
Po1ep 19PIQY ‘0T XH) 'sieak 9ALj o}
s1eak u2) woij polrad aury) 2y} pamolIeu
g “I9pIO 191{Ied S3 pauilje-a1 o)
oyl (Lb 33V ofeisey) "syudwndop
paisanbar ay) 2onpoid 01 A1essedau

aq pinom ey} sdajs o) paure[dxd

OUyM ‘UOILIOY T, UYO[ ¥'T JO NACPYJY 2]
payoene ondW ((901#) 100T ‘6T "Buy
‘T1-11 I8 UOTIRISIPISUOIIY 10] UOTIO
O119N) ‘awosuaping 0o} sem 1sanbay]
ay) Surunie[d urede ‘s1ow Jurop paisisay
g ‘Limbul [rew-9 apim-juswiredap

® JO }[nsal & se suodoa ¢¢ parjriuap!

peY 11 1B} PRIRIS O ‘UOIIBISPISUOIY|
10] UOTJIOIA SIL U] 'UOTIRISPISUOIS]

loy paaow oxd A ({00 1#) 100T “S1
‘ny paiep 19pIQ ‘907 ‘XH) SiULWINIOp
2y} aonpoad 03 0113 P210ALIP pUE “I3PI)
1002 ‘§1 1sndny s ul juswindie Sy
paoelar ymo) ayg, (Lh "1V o[[eisey)
‘g "ON ©} sjuawnoop aalsuodsay

sonpoid pue AJ1JUSPE 0) SWOSUIPING 00)
aQ pInom 1 18] PAWIIR]O AJ[RI}IUI 0TI

[‘qieap s moTo(g

ULl JO uoneS1ISIAUL Y} FUIMO[[0]
potiad yyuow-£1i1y) oy pue Jurpasard
pouad yuow-A11y) 2y) Sunmp
1201JJ0 JUAWIADIOIUS ME] B JO JoquUatl
A[iuwe] 21e1powwl ue 1o I9213J0
JU2WadI0Jud Me] Aug SUIA[OAUI
SUOISI[[02 d1jjen) {ele] 1o Ainful

Jo JHN pue QLN £q uonedisoaur
21} 01 Fune[al syuswWINOop [V

1T0/#/TT 19PIQ 1AN0)) d3d PIsIAdY]

‘qiesp

s, moTo( Ullg jo uoneSnsosur oy}
Surmo[[o] s1eaA oa1y pue Jurpasaid
sIeok oAl ay) Sunnp 1991jJ0
JUSWS2I0JUS ME] B JO I2QUIAWI AJTUIE]
21RIPaWIW] UR 1O JOOIJJO JUSWDIIOJUD
me] Aue UIAJOAUL SUOISI[[0OD J1jJeI)
[eiej 1o Amlut jo JHN pue OULIW
£q uonesnsaaul ay) o) Suine[al
SITIWNIOP “** [V 9 "ON Isanbay IS|

"MI7To( ULIF JO 2pIdIWOY IB[NOIYDA
a3 Jo uone3nsaaul 9y} Surinp Iouep

13pA0 T00T ‘ST AInf
§.,I000) JO SUONB[OI A SIUEPUIJIQ
01)d[A] 104 uonaues eLidorddy

JI2pIO
7007 ‘ST AInf §,31N0)) JO SUOIIB[OIA
Sjuepuajag o113y Jo jooig

ysanbay Jusawindo(q




——’

S’

+a]

(‘1esnuop!

o1 9T-$T ‘1T-L1 ST ‘pI'SON/bay
pul PUE 19 pue ¢ 'SoN/bay (] 'd
pue O ‘W “1 3“4 ‘D ‘v so1t0391ed
SN 107 sjsenbay suonoueg)

peioepaiun o3 jo Adod & sonpoid o)
pajre] M ‘siaquiawl A[TWej 2)eIpaul 10
SIDJIJJO OIJ2IAl Alitp-JJ0 SutA[oaul sitoda]
pajoepal ¢¢ Ajejewixoidde paonpoid

peY I21]1B2 ON3]N YSnoyi[e ‘UonIppe uj

(0T-L1:E¥ ‘€T-6:1H

‘11:€z-€7:77 "do SueT) 'sjuownoop
aarsuodsai aonpouid pue Ajnuapi

01 (1oindwod pue vewny Yioq) $90.IN0sa
ardure peyj 1t 18y} pue neaing spIoday]
s11 ut ajdoad 7 sesdojdwd onap

(0T-L7€6 “€1-9:88 LI

-6:.8 "doq ApoOoJ) 'sIBaL SAIJ 0} SIEVA
ua] woil potrad awn) 3[qBISA0ISIP Y} JO
ucnonpai s,11no0.) oY) 911dsap ‘sjuamwnoop
paisanbalr ayj aonpoid pue Lynuapl

0} AIESS2I2U SB UOjUIoY ] 'V Aq pa[ielap
sdo1s oy} uoyelIOpUN JOU PRY OIIO]N

1e7) pagpajmouoe Apooy V1 (8h BV
o[]218BY) "I9PIQ) S,HN00) oy} 03 asuodsax
Ul I9quisw A[[WE) 2JRIPIWUWI] 013

Aue §uiajoaui y1odar a(3urs € aonpoid
jou p1p pue porad swn pausiioys

3y} I0] sjuownoop aAIsuodsar AJnuapt

0} A185$223U $21npa201d a1y sxeIIOpUN
0] pasnjal oA ‘19p10 ZOOT S

Ang sy yo aendue utejd oy onrdsa(g

(8h 13V ofreisey) “1apiQ ¢1 Aur

13p10 7007 ‘ST AInp
§.1IN0D) JO SUONIR[OIA SIUBPUIJI(L
0)IJA] 10 uorpoueg eridorddy

12pIQo
7007 ‘ST A[uf §,34n00) Jo SHONE[OIA
SIURPUIJI OIITA JO Joou g

3sanbay juswinadoq




S

@)

SUIZIIID JO SIYSLI Y} 0) 9OUISJFIpUl
31BIDQI[2P S}0}I}SUCO PUT SUOIIB[OIA
[euoTIMIISUOD pada[e oy} puIysq 9910j
Suraow ® a1om sarorjod pue suroisnd
yous ey} pue LI[IQRI] [BUIWLID PUE [TALD
woly eyloue 2uo Junosoejord Jo Lorped
pue wojsno uaxyodsun ue sey 01Oy

18y} A109Y} spnuie[d UsI|qeIse o} papaau
sem YoIya ‘OuWEs Jo SIoquiour AJrwe]
J)BIP2UIWI JO SI2D1JJO JUSWQOIOJU

me] Aug poIuwImod Jonpuod [njMmejun
pagoje Jo suoneSnseAUul  SjUBPUSIa(
0o 211 Surpiedal 2oUdPIAD [BLIDIBW
paandap azam syynuie(d ‘Apjuanbasuo)

(8h 33V onporsey)

‘08 Op 0} s1apio ute[d s, 100D 3y} ajdsap
‘(sraquiawr A[Iwe] I119Y) pue SI1321JJ0
Kinp-J30 019N Yiim SUOISI[[0D OljFel)

Ul POAJOAUI SURZIO '3°1) A[IWR] M3Ta(]
ay) o3 pajenys Ajre[twis suosiad jo
UOLJBULIOJUL }2BJUOD 9Y) POSO[ISIp 1243l
sel] oI ‘Anuanbasuold (L1L 1Y
1213397 ‘6b "1V o[21sey]) "polojdurod
sram suonisodap (9)(q)o¢€ a1y

2} Is)Je [IUN UCISI{[02 3Y) Ul POAJOAUI
Iaquiswx A[[weJ o1dA oy AJruspr

0} pa]ley pue Juliesy 7oz ‘€1 dunf oY)
Junnp 3no) sy) Aq psiapio se sproday

19pLQ 00T ‘ST A[np
$,11IN0)) JO SUOCI)E[OI A S)UBPUIJI(
0119A] Jof nopdueg eridoaddy

13piQ
700T ‘ST Anr $,3an0) Jo sUonEoIA
SITEPUIFIJ O1IIIA JO Joouyg

3sanbay juswndo(q




) >

)
—

UOTION

s1y1 yo pue suonisodap (9)(q)o¢
o[y 9y} Jo ‘saa] Juipn[oul *sjso))

a13ea} [ejR] oY) SuLinp (SU20S 9y} 0}
127 pauinial pue) swoy 1oy 03 1oudep
"SI]A] SAOIpP OUM S1201JJ0 a1} Sulpn[oul

(Yreap s moTa(J Ut Jo Aep o))

661 ‘L7 1dag uo Lnp uo suosiod Koy
FuiATuap! woly sjynure]d pajusasid
uononpoid pakejop ayL (11:¥9-5:¢9

‘do 29)o) oaedaid 03 syuowow
ATuo 300} ey 151 preIauad-ianduros

® paonpoid o112 700T ‘6 1snsny

uQ (€1-1:9 18 ‘TO0T ‘81 yote

paiep (Juowajddng 3s11]) sjuswinooqg
Jo uononpoid 10y 1sanbay puoosog
SHmure|d o) asuodsay syuepusjag
‘607 "XH) ‘1S B yons ojewiouad

0} SINOY SUWIIIIRAO (OZ-0§ 2381 p[nom
11 181} 1IN0} 9Y) 01 pajussaidal onoq

'F661 ‘87 12qudidag uo ‘wrd gp:g
gurpnjour pue 03 661 ‘27 Iequadeg
uo "wd (0.9 Woll SIYIYS SnoueA 9}
uunp Ajnp uo [suuosiad Jo saweu
oY) Sururejuos sis1] Joyjo Aue pue
1SI1] yojem oy, QT ‘ON ISombay .7

UOTI0N

siy) Jo pue suonisodap (9)(q)og
aIny 2y} Jo ‘soaf Fuipn|oul ‘s1so))

(6

~£:9T ‘7¢-07:6T "doq Sunds sh PV
I9113977) ‘siuswnoop 2y} urpiefal
ajqeafpamouy isowr uosiod oy

Jo uonisodap (9)(q)0¢ aIny 2y Ieyje
poonpoid n1om 19[[0 10 SIUSWINDOP
aAlsuodsay ‘poonpoid 10a0u

2Iom UOJUIOY ], pue ‘Yeysoy ‘[Aquig
Sjuepuaja( I0J SuaWnoop aA1suodsay

esjuepusjeq

[ENPIATPUI 21]) JO SUIUDIOS
uswiojdwa-a1d a3 03 Sunejal
SPI002I [[V (G ON J5onDoY ,,T

"sarotjod pue swWoIsnNd asoy) 0} pa3dalyns

13pI0 7007 ‘1 Alnr
§,14007) JO SUONEB[OIA S)HBPUIJA(
01)3JA[ 104 uopues djelidorddy

1dpIQ
7007 ‘ST AInf §,34N0) JO SUONIB[OFA
SITEPUIJI( 01N Jo Jooud

1sanbay juowndogg




.’

MIAd 10] sisenbay suooueg)
"wirerd A111qen

[edisrunur  syjnurejd Suisoddo
[BL1} JB 90USPIAS SULIJJO WOIJ
onaN 1qIyold ‘eAnjeula)[e 21} U

‘way) 0) pajoalqns suazijio Jo syysu
[BUOTINITISUOD Y} O} 90USISJFIpUI
91BI12QI[9P 9IN}IISUOD pUe

SUCIJB[O1A [EUCIINIIISUOO pada[[e
O]} JO 9STED 10 2010] SUTAOUI © 3IaM
‘wre[dwo) papuawry  sjyrule]]

ut paljuspl SB ‘SWOISNo pue
sorotjod s,0119JA 1B} WIR[D A1I[Iqe]]
jedounw  syynuted jo sasodind
oy} 10J POYSI|QeISS I WA

:SUOlIB[O1A [RUONIMINISUOD pPagale
ay) Jo 2010J FulAow 10 asned

ay) 219m saonoead pue swolsnd
oS JBY} pue ‘suezniro jo syyiu
3Y} 01 99USIRJJIPUI J)BISQI[IP

U} S5JUSPIOUT [BUIULID PUE O1JJBI)
Ul POAJOAUL SIaqUISW AJIWUEJ 191}
pue s1901J0 010N Surjoajoxd

Jo saonoeid pue suosno

s 010 2a0i1d o) papunodoid
sem £I9A00SIp SIY} 2snedsg

Jo Ao1{od pur wiojsno uajodsun

ue sey onajA ley) K102y sjpynurejd
YSI[BIS2 O} PAPoaU SEM YOIYM SIIDIIJO
JUSUIADIOJU MB] AUB PajITWIIOD
1oNpuocd [nymerun pagaje jo
SUOIeT1)SQAUT ,SJUBPUIJI(] ONOIN Y}
Suipredal 00udpIAS [RLIO}EW PoALIdap
alom sjynute(d ‘Appusnbosuo)

(Z00Z ‘6 "8ny poaAlas s)sanbay
puodag o3 asuodsoy [elusweddng
YIXIg Sjuepudja(@ 019N ‘81T X4

‘6l ‘pyv 1913397 925) esuwodsay 70T
‘6 1sNZNY $31 UL pAIIULP! I SAOON
om] AJuo oy} Jo Adoo e 2onpoid usas

10U PIp SIUBPURJS(] OXIRIA 2} ‘108]

ur (L1-p:98 ‘9:1.-77:0L "do(g Apoopy
‘6b 33V 1213977) I9PIO ZTOOT ‘SI

Ajnr s31 ut paonpoid aq 01 1IN0 a1 Aq
palapio pue sisanboy puossg 2yl Jjo

1 "ON ul pajsenbai swie[)) jo 29110N

ay) Jo AU® 20npoid jou pIp sjuepuaja(g
onop oyt ‘(L1:Zs-+Tiis deQ

APOOJA]) [35UNOD §,0I13JA 0 $a1dod

oY} 9ARS pue wIR])) JO IITION oES JO

Adoo © aprw ApooJq 1T y3noy) usag

‘durop3uoim Jo sad£) ureyzas Juideqre

SI301JJO OIPJA AUB pue JUBPUSIIP
[enprarpul Aue jsurede apew ‘S3oN0U
[EW]OE o} suipnpoul ‘safewep

IoJ suirejo jo asnou Aue Surjidwos
10 ‘duneinqe) ‘FUIZLIBWIWNS
sjuawmndop {[y FT ON Isenbay .7

‘uonieSnssam

1IPIO 00T ‘ST AIng
§,N0)) JO SUONE[OIA SIUBRPUIJI(]
0IJJA] 104 uondues erdoaddy

13pIQ
7007 ‘ST Ay 5,340 Jo suonejoI A
Sjuepuaja( 01N Jo JoouJ

3sanbay juwawndoq




S’

-

«~l
—

‘way) o) pajoefgns suszijo jo sy
[BUOTINIIISUOS 31} 0} 9IUIIIJJIPUI
91eIOqI[ap 2)NIISUOD pUE

SUONE[OIA [BUONINIIISU0D padaj[e

oY} JO 95TED JO 9210] SUIAOW B 219M
Hurejdwo) papuswy  SJFNuTe[d

ul paLjrjuapr se ‘surolsnd pue
soroijod s ona 18] wiIe[> AN(IqEI]
lediotuniu  spjrjure)d jo sesodind
Y} 10J Paysi[qe)sa 1 was(g

ISUONR[OIA [BUOIINITISUOD pagay|e
2y} Jo 2010] FUlAOW IO 2SNED

3] 219 S92110RId pUR SWOISND
[ons jey) pue ‘suazinid Jjo sy
9y} 0] 20U2I3LJIPUI 9)BISQI[2P

Ul SIUSPISUL [BUIWILIO PUB OjJBI]
Ul PAAJOAUT SIOQUISW A[TUIR) I11])
pue 31001JJ0 onad W Sunyoalord

jo saonoeid pue swolsno

s, 0134 2Aa01d 0y papunodoid
sem AI9A00SIP SIY] asnedag

AUE UIRJUOD 10U SI0P 1SI] 2] "UONON
S Jnuie[d 01 TOT ‘XY Se payoeye sl
1517 o3 Jo opdwes v (01l 13V IopIeT)
‘pred pue popuBlwIAP JUNOWE I} pPur
‘SUITR]D PA1IasSSE 91} JO U0 Jo Kijuapl
Ay} ‘Oweu s JUBWIR[D 2y} A[UO SUIBIUOD
yorym ‘me[ epeasaN Aq ssroualde sorjod
[1® Jo paiinbai is1] ajqeqieae Ajorqnd
® Jo Adoo € paonpoiad sjuepusjag
oneA 2yl ‘pedisul (O1h IV Ie[3FeT)
'G1 "ON ©] 2AISUOASAI SUOTIOR [IATD

Jo 181 Aue sonpoid jou p1p oINS ‘10 A
(€:€$-¥T 1§ "dog Apoojy) ‘soseqelep
2indwos s 01} WOoIJ pajerlouad
U83Q 9ABY P[NOI SUOIIOE [IAID JO ISI]

€ 18Y) pay1sa) ApooN 1T (#1-9:0¢
‘L6b-LT1:8Y ‘€ Ey-81:CF ‘1:14-8:0F
‘dag Apooy) ‘1uswaoas 1o juswked
y3noiy) yurejduroos a3 jo 1disoar woly
1991JJ0 oIley Aue 1sujeSe pajy uonoe
11410 A19A9 YoBi1} SWid)sAs 1ndwoo

s, 09N 181} Pa1J1Isa) ApooN V1

juasaxd ayy

01 0661 WOy " 1901330 QY.LHN 10
dHN Aue jsuiede (q) pue 1onpuodsIul
pado[e Aue 10] Juepuajo(] [BNPIAIPUL
Aue jsureSe (e) payiy spurejduioo

I0 ‘SUOTIOR ‘S1INSME] [IAID 1]}
Surpdwos 10 Supenge; ‘Surzuewnins
SIUAWNOOP [V ‘ST ‘ON ISInbay .7

(‘[eonuapt

218 9Z-4T ‘1T-L1 §1 ‘p1'SON/baY
pul PUE g pue ¢ "soN/boy (1 °d
pue O ‘W “1 ‘9 °D ‘v seuodaied

‘sa1o1j0d

PUE SWO3ISNO 950Y] 03 pajaalgns
SUSZNI0 JO SIYTLE 21} 0} 20UIISJFIPUL
21e13QI[3p 91NIIISUOD PUB SUOTIB[OTA
[euonninsuod pagaj[e ay) puIyeq 9910;]
Suraouw e a1om sa1o1jod pue swoisnd

13p10 7002 ‘ST Afnr
§,1100)) Jo SUONE[OIA S)UBPUIJI(]
OIIIIA 10 uoipdueg Ijeridoaddy

1pIQ
7007 ‘ST A[nf $,31n0)) JO SHOPBLOIA
SIUBpUIFI 04N JO JoourJ

1sanbay juswndoQq




p—

\~’/

(‘1eonuapi
018 9Z-4T ‘1Z-L1 §1 ‘b1 soN/boY
pul PUE 19 pUB ¢ "SON/bY 1 id
pue O ‘N “1 3 ‘g ‘D ‘v souro8a1ed
N 10} sisanboy suoioues)
‘we|d Ajiger]

redownuw syynure(d Sursoddo
[BL1} J8 20USPIAS SUIISJJO UIOL]
013N 1qIyoi1d ‘sAnjeuIa)[® 2y} UJ

B0
=
-y
=
=}
=
=]
31

AR mm YT re b
yons j8Yy3 pur AJ[IQBI] {[BUITHLID
pug (1A19 wo Isyjour suc Juiosioxd
Jo Ao1jod pue woisno usayodsun
ue sey oI2A 18Ul A1021)  SpFnured
YSI[(BIS2 0} POPadU SEm UOIUM SI1921]J0
JUDUIBIIOJUS MB] AUB PINILUUIOD
1onpuod [nymejun pagaje jo
SUOTIBS1ISAAUT SJUBPUSJS( OLAN 9]
Suipiela1 aouoapias [euotewt pastrdap
a1am spnureld ‘Appusnbasuo)

'(pappe 3ururjiopuny 240qe 61-¢1 SON
ul paquosap se sjuredwos sanessiuiwpe
10 USZIYID 31} JO SUOT)RST)SIAUIL

9y} JO SPIOJAI[[Y,, JO uonzonpoid
paninbai (1ap1() ¢1 Arf s,3an0)

sy} pue) 1sanbayf puodsag a1 Jo

0z "oN (01b B3V 10p3J271) 0T "ON 10
¢1 'ON Iey3ie o} asuodsar ur paonpoud
jou sem syurejduwod [1A10 a1} Jo Adod
2 (L1:2S-pT: 1§ "dog ApooN) wonoe
SIy} ul 2onpoid 0} [9suUN0d S, 0N I0]
yure[dutoo [1A19 owa Jo Adoo v opew
LpooN 1T YSnoy; usAyg 'SISSOUIIM
Aue 10 ‘[asunod sy “JUeulle[o

91} MOGE UOIFRWIOLUL JOBIUOD

10 Suijyuapt Aue 10 ‘(pajlj UIAS

SEM 2UO IaYJayMm I0) JUTB[dWOD [IALD
10 UOTI9R [IAID AUR JnOge UOLBULIOJUI

19pI0 T00T ‘ST Aap
§,11N0) JO SUCHIB[OIA SjUuRpuUJa(q
0139 Jof uondueg errdoaddy

13paQ
7007 ‘ST A[nf §,314n00) Jo SUONIR[OIA
S1uepuaja ol1)9JAl Jo Joouad

ysanbay jmownoo(q




)

o119 NqIyoad ‘aAanewILl[E aY) Uuf

"woy) 01 patosfgns susznio jo syySu
[BUOTINITISUOD 3YJ O] 9oUAIDJJIPUL
9BISQI[EP SINIISUOD puE

SUOIJB[OIA [BUONN}ISUOD Paga[[e
9} JO 9sned 10 9210] SUIAOW B 2IoMm
‘juteidwol papuswry  sjnure[d

Ul paIJIuspr se ‘SWoISno pue
satoljod s, 0194 1B} wIR]o A)I[IqRl]
[edounm  syynuie]d Jo sasodind
2y 10J PaysI|qeIsad 11 was(g

:SUOIIR[OIA [RUONNIISUOD pagafje
3y} jo 9210] ulAOW IO 3SNEI

oY) aIam soon0eld pue suoisno
yons jeyl pue ‘susziid jo syydu
3] 01 SDUIIJJIPUL 2)RIQI[AP

Ul SJUSPIOUT [BUTWLIO PUR 31jJel)
Ul POATOAUT SIDGUIDW A[TWIE] 1191}
pue s1321Jj0 o123y Suroalord

Jo saonoerd pue swrolsno
5,003 2a01d o) papunodoid
sem AISAODSIP ST} asnedag

o1j0d pue swo3sno
yous 3ey) pue A)ifiqer] [BUIULD

pUE JIATd wolj Isyjoue auo Suijsajold
Jo Ao1jod pue woisno usayodsun

ue sey oI9A 18yl A109y) SHTIUIR[
USI1qRISO 0] Papaau sem YOIYMm SI9015J0
JUSWAI0JUS mB] AUR PIJIIHUIOD
19NpUOD [NIMEB[UN paFa[[e Jo
SUOTIRSISAAUL  SIURPUIII(] OBIA 21
Suipiedal1 aouapiAe [ejew paAridap
alam syynure(q ‘Apjuanbasuo)

{Z00Z ‘6 "8nvy poaiss sisonbay
pu023g 0] asuodsoy [eiuswojddng
IXIS sjuepusjag ORI ‘81T 'XH

298)(11h 13V 2[J9T) ‘seaasway
sj10day syl 10u Inq ‘syroday pieoy
MIIADY JUSPIIOY Y} JO  SOLIBTUIWUNS
A11eak,, a1am 1senbay] puosog

oyl Jo /1 "oN 031 asuodsar ur paonpouid
sjuatIndop A[uo ayl, (£:26-81:96
‘PT-S1:€8 “1:09-2T:665 "da ApooN)
‘su0doy pieog Mmo1ASy JULPIOOY Aue
a0omnpoid jou pIp SIUEPUSJ( O YL

Qb
~
-]

—
-~
v]
=
-l
-}

3

«©

199130 QY LN Aue jsutede
opeuwn Juie[dwos Aue uloouod (q)

Io juepuaja(g [enpiaipul Aue (&)
uonuaw jey) syiodar pieoq maraal
WIBPIOOR PUB SPIOIAT PIROG MITADI

JUSPIOJE [[y (LT "ON J59NbaY .7

‘sarorjod

puE SWolsnd 250y} 03 pajoalgns
SUeZID JO $IYT LI 2Y) 0) adUAIdJSIpUIT
91BId(L[ap 3)N}NJSUCD PUE SUOIIB[OIA
[BUOINITISUOD PaFa[[e Y] pulyeq 2010

13p10 7007 ‘ST Ang
§.31IN00) JO SWONB[OIA S)UBpuUdja
01313JA] 10 uonpdues deiidoaddy

13pIQ
700Z ‘ST ANy s.34n0) jo suoNe|oIA
SIUBPUII(Q OIIJA] JO JOOkq

3sanbay 1mawndo(




"7

A

us
——

91eI9qIjop 21N11ISUOD PuE

SUOIJB]OLA JBUOTININSUOD padal[e
3Y) JO 95TBI 10 9210] FUIAOW B 2IM
‘lurerdwo) papuswy  spynule[d

ul ParJIuapl se ‘su1oIsnd pue
sototjod s, 012N 1Y) wire(d Lfigel|
[edorunwr  syypnute(d yo sesodind
U} 10j payisiiqe)sa I Was(g

:SU0ne[OIA [BUOIINIIISUOD pada[le
9y} JO 22I10] SUIAOUI 1O ISTIED

ay) a1om s2onoeld pue swolsno
yons jey) pue ‘SuUaziid jo sjysu
aY) 0] 2OUISJJIPUI 2JBIAQI[IP

Ul $JUSPIOUI JEUIWILID PUR O1JJeI)
Ul PaA[OAUL SIoqualu A[rue] J1oy)
pue s1901J70 ona N Sunosjoad

Jo saonoeid pue swolsno

§, 0110 2a01d 03 papunodoid
sem AI2A00STP SIY) osnedeg

JUSWADI0JUd MB] AU P2)JIUIWOD
1oNpuod [NIMme[un pagaje jo
suonjeJ1)SeAUT ,SJUBPULJO(J OIFDIA oYl
Surpiedor aouaprad [erd)ew poaturdap
alam syjnurerd ‘Appuenbasuo)

(Z1b 13v 1e301) ($T-81:96
‘L1-7'78 ‘9:1L-TT0L "doq Apoo)
‘paonpoid sjuUaWINIOP PloYyiim

Jo Bo1 98a11a11d ® sem Jou ‘poonpoid
SEM 221JJ() S, Ia3eUBA ST 2Y} WOIJ
a[1J SATIRTTISSAUL 1O [I] wWie[o oJuls
210N (7007 ‘6 '8ny poaalas sisanbay
puo2ag 0} asuodsay [eiusweddng
YIXIS ,SiuRpUaJa(q 0NN

‘81T "Xg 998) "12PIO TOOT ‘ST AInf sit
ul }11noy) a1} Aq paIaplo pue spynure(d
Aq pajsenbaul se o013J0 s 10Feury ySIY
ay) wolJ sjuswnaop Aue paosapod

10U 2ARY S)UBRpURJS(] OIIOW UL

C IR0 QYU LIIN 10
dHN Aue jsurede spew jurejdwos Aue

uI50u0d (q) 10 JuBpuJ3(J [BNPIAIPUI
Aue (®) uonuaw jey) wesdord

10 921)J0 Judwageue I STy sedop
SBT 10 BPRASN JO 3181S o) 03 Sune[ol
SIUAWNIOP [[V 8T "ON I1sanbay pul

(‘reonuapt
aI2 97T ‘1T-L1 S1 ‘p1'SON/boY
pul pue g pue ¢ "soN/boy " d
pue O ‘N “1 Y ‘4 D V¥ seuogajeo
SN 10] sisanbay suonoueg)
wre[d AJpiqer|

jedotunur  syynure[d Suisoddo
211} J® 20uapiad 3ulIajjo wol

‘satatjod

pue swolsno asoyl 0) psyoalqns
SUAZ1I19 JO SIYTLI 9Y) 03 20UaIaJIpUl
9JBISQI[OP 2IM)IISUOD PUB SUOIIR[OIA
[eUOTINITISUOD Pada{[e dY) puIYaq 3210]

19p1Q 700T ‘ST LInp
$,3110) JO SUOIIB[OIA SJUBPHAJIQ
01134l Jo g uonues djeridoaddy

IpIQO
700T ‘ST AL 53110 JO SUONE[OIA
SHuepuaja(g oI Jo Joourg

1sanbay 1momndo(q




A

el
—

‘JUlg[duio)) pepusuy ,Sjjiiuied

Ul PaIJIIUapL S8 ‘SWOISNO puw
sototjod s,0000 N jeY) Wie|d KjLjigey|
leddrunw  sjynureld jo sesodind

2y} 10J PaysI[qeIsa J1 waa(]

:suone[olA jeucnnisuocd padsje
3Y) jo 20103 SUTAOW IO 25NED
oY) a1om saonorid pue sUIoisno
yons eyl pue ‘susznio jo sjydu
2y} 0] 92URIRIJIPUL 9)RIAqI[SP

Ul SJUIPIOUL [BUILLLID PUB dIjJBI)
Ul PAAJOAUL SIaqUIawu A[TUIR] I10Y]
pue $19911J0 0l12N 3unyoasloid
Jo saonorid pue swosnd

§, 0101 2a01d 03 papunodoad
sem AI2A00SIp SIU) asnedayg

AJniuep1 01 So[1} V] S11 JO AUE MOIAQI
1ou pip oA ((1:6£-91:8L "doq
ApOOIA “11:£9-91:99 "doq uuk[q *11
-0Thh 33V orjeisey) 'sfoj ondAio oy
Jo asinjeu ay; uaAI8 os op o0} a[qissod
10U ST 11 yInoyy usAs ‘SjuswWnIOPp
aatsuodsar £31juapl pue s3of

3Y) MITA3I 0] SJJHjuIR]J POSIAPE puUR
sSo] g1 sanewiojurun pue onndAro
U1 [rew Aq PAATOS OIIRN ‘700T

‘PT AInf uo a1y (Z00T ‘6 “Sny
PaAIaS s15anbay puooag 0} asuodsay
reyuswejddng yixi§  suepuajaqg
019N ‘81T 'Xd 298} 'T00T ‘6

1Isngny o0} Jouid Juawnoop sAarsuodsal
a[8urs & 2onpold jou pip onaw

01 urfre (g) “1donpuoosiw ut a8edus
oym s1201170 " QuITdIoSIp 10/pue
puewtidai ‘asialadns o3 Suisnyey (p)
‘Lisauoysip 1o 2onsnf Jo uoIONIISQO
‘Kinfiad ‘unednsoaur asjey ‘Surniioda
astey Aq° santanoe (ySuoia - dn
guusao) (g¢) ¢ r1onpuoosm U jo
swiejo dunednsaaur AQjua[npnely
Io/pue A[ayenbepeury (z) sioquow
ATIWUE] “PUB SI3D1JJO JUIWIDIOJUS
me[" " FUIA[OAUT SJUIPIOUL
[BUTWLID pug 2ijjel) Funednseau]

(1) :3o suonedaie 01 paje[aI’
juasaid 0) 0661 WOIJ **° JONPUOISIUW
9o110d Jo sjure[dwod sABIISIUIWIPE
10 UAZNIO [V T "ON ISNbAY T

(‘1roniuapt
318 9T-+C “1T-L1 ST “v1'soN/boy
pul PUE ‘9 pue ¢ ‘soN/bey " ‘d
pue O ‘N “T ‘Y ‘4 ‘D ‘v so110307e0
SN 10] sysanbay suoljoues)
“wre[d AIqer|
[ediorunw  syynuie]d Suisoddo
[el1} j8 9oUapiAd urinjjo woliy
ol 1qiyold ‘aanjeuIsi[e oY) U]

‘WdY3 0} poroafgns suazio Jo siysu

[BUOIIN}IISUOD 2} 0] 9UIIIJJIPUT

‘sa10170d

puUE SWOISNO 350Y) 0} pajoalqns
SUAZ1I10 JO SIYTLI 5Y) 0j 99UIIIJTIpUI
2)BI2(I[2P 2)N}IISUOD PUB SUOIIB[OIA
[BUOTINIIISUOD PAF2[[e 2] PUIYSq 3210
Suraow e o10Mm S2101j0d pur swoisno
yons jey) pue \n::nm: JBULUILID

pU® [IA10 WOl Iayjous auo Junoaoxd
Jo Aotjod pue wolsno uazodsun

UE SBY OJJ9JN 1BY) K109y}  SpFuuIR[d
YSI[QBISa 0) PIPIIU SBM ITUM SI2D1JO

19PIQ 2007 ‘ST AInp
$.31N00) JO SUOIIBIOIA SIORPUIFA(
0J13IAl 10 uonoueg errdoaddy

12pI0
700T ‘ST AINp $,31Nn0)) JO SUOIB|OIA
SIUBPUIJI( OIIRIA JO Jooug

1sanbay] mawindoq




) -

NI OTASN TO NTINTAT m_J.#.-)J._Ddl 13414)444)41 mno deJ\MD Qddddjdd\lﬂ\l]
jo seonoeld puE SUIOISTD OIRIA ‘81T ‘X9 uumv "200C ‘6 se sjuie[dwiod SATIRIISTUTWIPE

$,0119A 2a0i1d 0; papuncdoid
sem AIQA0ISIp SI) asneoag

isn8ny 0} iourd juswinoop aarsucdsal
a18urs € 2onpouid jou pIp ondA

IC USZIIS 9Y) JO Suoljediisaaul o)
JO sp10d31 [y QT ‘ON Isanbay T

(‘1eonuop!
218 9T-+T “1T-L1 ST ‘F1'SON/boY
pul PUE (9 pue ¢ 'soN/bay (1 'd
pue O ‘W “1 ) ‘4 ‘D ‘V sou1039)80
A 10] s1sanbay] suonoueg)
"wireo A1jiqer]
[edounw spynure[d Sursoddo
[BLI] 1B 9OU3PIAd SULIJJO WIOI]
oI 11qIyold ‘9ALIBUIaIE 3} UJ

"way) 0} payvalqns susznio jo syt
[BUOIININSUOD 9Y] 0) 20UBIJJIPUL
91eI2qI[SP 2}N11ISUOD pue

SUOI)R|OLA [RUOIINITISUOD pagae
oy} JO 9SNED IO 9310 SUIAOWE B 2Iam

‘sororjod

pue swWolsno 950Y) 01 payoalqns
SUSZTIID JO S1YT11 91} 0} 90UQISJJIPUI
91BI2qI[9P 2INJTISUOD PUR SUOIIB[OTA
[eUOTINIIISUOD Pada[[e 2y} PUIYaq 2210]
Sutaow B 919m 53191]0d pue swojsny
yons jeu} pue AJfIqei] [BUIKLID

PUE [IAT0 WO Jayjoue auo 3unjoajord
Jo Ao110d pur woisnod uayodsun

ue sBY 0JJoN 1Byl AI09y) sjjnure[d
YSI[qB1SS 0) PAPIJU SeM YDIYM SIIDIJJO
JUSWIDIOJUD MEB[ AUR PajllWIod
jonpuos [njme[un pagaje jo
suonesiseAul  sjuepuajag oo ayj
Suipie3a1 2ou9pIAD [RLId)RW paalidop
alom syjnure[d ‘Appusnbasuo))

(cth

VY 10U (g 1h JIV ojleisey) "uade)
u2aq pey suonisodap YN J 241 Jo 1sow
I2}J8 puE auI[peap 7OOT ‘6 Isndny

oT) JayJE J[oMm ‘7007 ‘LT Isnduy

[nun suawnoop sarsuodsal Juronpoad
urdaq jou pip ondN (1:6L-91:8L

‘dag ApooA) ‘siuswnoop saisuodsal

‘SIaquiow A[TWR] " I0 SI901JJo "AqQ
JONpuUODSIW Jo uoljes1seAul
oy} 01 10adsal yim 199150
3uisialaodns pue Sururen A[sjenbapeu]
(.) pue *jonpuoodsiw S 1901Jj0
Jo pa1onpuod st uoned1IsoAUl UL UsyMm
muhzvoooa pue suoinejngal ‘sa[ni
‘me[ a1 9210jud o1 urfieg (9) ‘1N
Jo pajoadsns s1aquiatu AJIwes " I1ay)
10 SI9213J0" " "0} $183) A1211Q0S p[oy
piepuejs pue ajenbope Ia)siurwipe

19pIO 7007 ‘St AIng
§,31N0)) JO SUONB|OLA SIUBPUIJI(
01)IA 10, uondueg ajeridorddy

12paQ
7007 ‘ST A[nf §,3An0)) JO SUOTIB[OIA
SIUBPUIJI(] OIIITA] JO Joou g

3sanbay 1mawndoQ




\vﬂ

N

(‘Teonyuap:
oI® 9Z-¥T “1Z-L1 ST ‘P 1'SON/boY
puC PUE 19 PUE ¢ "SON/baY (] id
pue O ‘N “T Y ‘9 ‘D V¥ so11039180
MIAd 10F s1senbay suonoueg)
wireo A31[1qe|
[edomunu  syynurejd Suisoddo
[BLI} }B 2@0U2pPIA2 SULIa]JO WOIJ
010N Hqiyold ‘sAneUID)|E 2Y) U]

‘way) 03 pajoalqns suaszio jo sjYFur
JRUOTIMTISUOD 91) 0} 20UAILJJIPUT
2)BISQI[2P 2ININSUOD PUE

SUO[R[OIA [RUOINMIISUOD Pagafe

3} JO 95NED 10 20I0] FUIACW B 2I9Mm
“jurejdwo) pepuswry  syynure(d

Ul PaiJIIUaPI SB ‘SWOISTd pue
so1o1jod s, 0119 1B WIe[d AN[IQe]]
[ediotunw | syynuteJ jo sesodind
oy} 10 POYSI[RIS T Wed(]

:SUOTIE[OIA [BUOTINIIISUOD padal[e
oY) Jo 2210] SurAow I0 JsnEd

ay} a1om sadnoead pue swosNd
yons jey} pue ‘suszno jo syyfu
9y} 0] JOUAIIYFIPUI JJBIAQI]IP

UI SJUSPIOUT [BUIULID pUR d1jjel)
Ul POAJOAUT SIGQWAW AJTWwe] 11ay)

ue By 013N 1BY) A109Y) SIIUUIE[d
YSI[QeISa 0] papasl SEM UsIYm SID01jJ0
JUSUISIOJUD MB[ AUE PINITWILOD
19Npuod [nymerun pagajie jo
suonediiseaul  SIUBPUJS( ONBN 2Y)
Zuipiedal aouapIAL [BLIDJEW paalidop
alam spynured ‘Apjuanbasuo)

(w1b

IV 13133971 ‘€1l 13V of[eisey) ‘use)
ud3aq pey suoryisodap YN U Jo jsow
IajJe pue 2uI[peop Z00Z ‘6 Isndny

oyl 1aJe [[9A4 ‘TO0T ‘LT Isndny

[Iun sjuawnoop aarsuodsai Juronpoad
ur3aq 1ou pIp o3 (1:6L-91:8L

‘daq Apooy) ‘siuswnoop sarsuodsal
AJIuapl 0] sa[1j gV] S JO AUB MIIAI
1ou p1p oo ((1:64-91:8/ "doq
APOOIA 11:£9-91:99 "da uukq ‘11
-01hb 13V o[e1sey) 's3of ondAsa oy
Jo sunjeu o) ueald os op o} ajqissod
10U S[ 31 YFNOY) UDAD ‘SpuaWNI0p
aAlsuodsar AJruop1 pue sgof

oYl MITADI 01 SIJHIUTR]J PasiApe pue
s30] gV 2aneuuojutun pue ond4Lio
ay3 jrew Aq paAlas 0NN ‘T00T

‘¢z AInf uo ‘reyrey (Z00T ‘6 ‘Sny
PoAIas s35a1bay puooag 01 asuodsay

‘“3A0QE §[-£1 'SON Ul POqLIdSIp

19P10 2007 ‘ST Anp
§,34N0)) JO STONB[OIA SIUBPUIJI(
04)IAl 10 uonoueg erdoaddy

IdPIO
2007 ‘ST AN $,34n07) JOo SUOIIE[OIA
SJuepulajaq o4)d Jo Jooudg

3sanbayf jmawindo(q




oo’

[
-—

2110qI[dp 31N)1}SUOD puE
SUOIJB[OIA [EUOIININISUOD PoFa[[e

31]} JO 9SNED 10 2210] SUIAOUI B 2I9M
“Juterduro)) papueiuy  Spynure(d

Ul PAIJIIUSPI SB ‘SW0ISND pue
saro1fod s,0139]A 1By} WIB[O AJI[1qEI]
redrotunu  sjynured jo sasodind
3} 10j paysi[qe}se ) Waag

'SUOTIE[OIA [BUOTIN}I}SUOD pagda|[e
oy} Jo 9910] SUTIAOW IO 25NBD

oy} a1om saotjoead pue suosno
ons ey} pue ‘suszZId Jo sjysu
oY) O} 2OUSISJFIPUL 2JBIDGI|IP

Ul SIUDPISUI [RUIUILID PUB dIJJRI)
Ul POAJOAUL SIaqUIDLI A{IUIR] 110Y)
pue s1201j0 oI Sunoatord

Jo soonoead pue swolsnd

s, 0N 2A01d 0] papunodoid
sem AI2A00SID SIY) asnedod

Suipiedal aduapiAd jelIajew paatidap
arom synureld ‘Apjusnbasuo)

(s1% 33V 2#P3e1) (1007 PUB 8661

‘9661 ‘S661 ‘P661 ‘€661 ‘1661) sieak
Ia}o oy} 10] sirodar uonjoadsul [enuue

oy} poonpoid 19A2U 012N 6661

PUE /661 10] neaing siTe]JV [eUISIU]
o1 Jo syrodoy uonoodsuy jjeis
[euonippe poonpoid o1d ‘parojduios
axom suonisodap N L/(9)(A)0¢€

oyl 19)J€ ‘70T ‘61 Iequerdeg uQ

(s1:9¢

-47:s7 'daqg uui[g) ‘paonpoid jaf 101
s110dol [BUOIIIPPE [B19A3S 219M 2191}
1B} P2IsA0OSIp sjjuuIe[d ‘suotnisodap
MWd/(9)(Q)0g 23 Sulng 0007
1240100 PUe ‘761 2unf ‘0661 [Hdy
paiep neslng SIBJJY [RUIAIU] oY) JO
S}IpNE neaing aoueinssy AN[en) 921y}

paonpoid o3 Z00T ‘vT AInf UO

‘jussaad

94} 0} 066 Wwoly yJonpuoosiw ad1[0d
Jo uonednssaul s, OYLAN 10 5. dHN
JO ‘[eUIIIXS 10 [BUIDIUI IYlaym
‘SJUSIUSSISSE IO UONBN]RAD 3]

0} Fupe[al S}IpnE juswWAFeuBwW SB Yons

SJUSWNDOP [[V 'TT ON Isenbay puyg

‘sararjod

pue suIoisno 0soy} o3 paoafgns
SUAZTID JO SIYST1I 21 0) 2OUAIAJJIPUT
9)vISQI[ap 2)N)IISUOD PUB SUOIIE[O1A

- [euonininsuod page[ie ay1 puIyaq 810§

Suraow € 21oMm sarorjod pue swosno
yons jey) pue AJ[IBI] [BUIWILID

12pIQ 7007 ‘ST Anp
$,1N00) JO SUONE[OIA SIUBPUIJI(]
01)3JA] 104 uondueg eridorddy

13p1Q
7007 ‘ST AIuf $,34n0) JO suone[olA
SIUBPHIJI( OIIIIA JO Jooug

1sanbayy juswindo(q




N

-
v
b

aY} 10 PAYSIqRISa I WasQ

SUOTIR[OLA [RUONINITISTIOD Pagafe
a1y} Jo 9o10) ulAOW 10 3ISNED

a1 210m seonoeld pue swojsno
yons jey) pue ‘suszijd jo syysu
YY) 0} 2DUAILJFIPUT IRISQI[IP
Ul SJUSPIOUI [EUTWIIID PUR J1JIe1)
Ul PAA[OAUL SIoqUISW ATIUE] 113Y)
pue sI1991JJ0 01191 Sunoaord

Jo soonoeid pue swolsna

s o1301n sa01d 01 papunodord
sem AISAOOSIP SIY) asneoayg

pue
uw Sy 0Ij8IN 1R} A103Y) SIILIUIE]]
YSI[qE}SD 0] Pap2au seM [21ym SI301JJ0
JUSTISDIOJUD MB] AUB PA)IWITIOD
1onpuod [nyme[un pagaje jo
suoneS1ISaAUl ,SIUBPURIR(] 0NN oY)
SuipIeda1 oouspIAY [RLIMBW paalidap
arom spnuie]d ‘Apjuenbasuo))

(Z00Z ‘6 "8ny paaios sisonboay

puosag 01 asuodsay rejuswsjddag
XIS Sjuepusyoq oo ‘B1C X4 91k
TIV I2[J391) uawndop salsuodsal
a[duis e sonpoid jou pIp olo

Juasaxd 9yl 01 061 WOIY T IIDIFJO
OYLAN 10 JHN Aue jsutede (q) pue
juepuajo( jenpratpus Aue jsuiese ()

opew syurejduros o} Jurjejal
(sydurosuery pue sade) Surpnjour)
sp1o92aJ Jurreay Areurjdiosip
pue sp10o231 Funiesy Ateurydiosip

~a1d [y :pT ‘ON Isonboy pug

(‘Teanuap!
a1 9Z-$T ‘1Z-L1 §1 ‘v1'sON/baY
pul PUE ‘g pue ¢ ‘soN/bay sl od
pue O ‘W “1 Y ‘9 ‘D ‘v seuo3aied
SN 10} sisanbay suonaueg)
‘wie[s A1Iqer|
[edotunur syijuied sursoddo
[e11) 18 20U9pPIAd FULIDJJO WOY
oJ1eN nqiyold “oanjeuIalfe oyl uj

"sarorjod

pue SWoIsSno 9soy) 03 psldafqns
SuUaz1110 Jo s1YF 11 9Y) 0) 20uUsI9JJIpUl
91BI9qI[3P 2IN)IISUOD pUB SUOTIB[OIA
[euonn}nsuod paga[e oy} puIyaq 9210]
Fulaow € 219Mm sa101[0d pue swoisnd
yons ey} pue A}IqeI] [BUIWLID

pu® [IAID Wo1J Idyjoue auo Junoajord
Jo Ao1jod pue woisno uayodsun

ue sey 012N Jeyl L1021} syjnuIe[d
US1]qe1Sa O) POPaaU Sem YITUYm SI2DIJJO
JUSUISDIOJUS MEB] AUR PIITWITIOD
JONPpUOD [NymE[UN PITI[[e JO
SUOTIEI[)SAAUL  SIUBPUIIS(T ONBIA o)

13p10 T00ZT ‘ST Aup
§,1IN0)) JO SUONEB[OIA Sjuepuajac
00137 J04 uondues Neadoaddy

13piQ
2007 ‘ST AInf §,3400)) Jo SUCHE|OIA
SIUBpURa(Q 0IRN JO Joouiq

1sanbay] jmawndo(




N

:SUOLIB[OIA [RUOIINIIISUOD pagajle
a1} Jo 2010 SUTAOW 10 3SNBD

ay) a19Mm s3o1)ovId pue swosnd
yons jey) pue ‘susZio jo spysu
3] 0] SOUDIJJIPUT 21BISQI[IP

ul sjuSproul jRUILID pue o1jjen
Ul POAJOAUT SIdquIaw AIUIe) 1133
 pue s10013j0 onay Sunosiord
Jo saonoerd pue swolsnd

s, 0112]A 2a01d o) papunodoid
SeM AI2A00SIP S1U) asnedag

Uozq J0U pely Sjuaundoop pajsan
ay) sonpoid pur AJ11Uspl 01 AIBSSIDIU
se poynuapl uojuloyy, 3 sdajs

a1)) 1ey) pagparmousde Apoo ‘1]
(L1b 33V sepyo1) "paonpoid

10U 212M SI3D1JJ0 OIJ2J4 JO SISQUISW
Ajrurey ajerpaurwal Surajoaut sprodoy
JUSPIDOY OIIJBL], G 23 Jo sardoo
paloepalu "I9pIQ 00T ‘ST AInf

SJ1 panssl 1Ino)) 9] I9)je SJUSWNI0p
[euonippe Aue aonpoid jou pIip onoW

"OI19IN 10 JHN £q pelednsaaul
SISQUIDW A{IUIR] 9)BIPSUILE J}3Y} IO
SJUBPUQJIP [ENPIAIPUIl AUk SUIA[OAUL
siuaprout 03 poyeal sjzodas uorsijoo
SUJBII [[V 6T "ON 3s9nbay pug

(‘Teonjuapl

o18 9Z-HT ‘1T-L1 ST ‘$1°sON/boYg
pul PUE 19 pUE € ‘soN/boY 1 1d
pue O ‘W “1 X ‘d ‘D “V sauodaled
MIAd 10] s1sanbay] suoijouesg)
"wrefo A3IIqel|

rediorunwr  syynurejd Sursoddo
[elr] JB 20uap1aa FuLIajjo woy
one iqryoid ‘aanjeursije ayj uf

"way3 o) pa1dalgqns suszniod jo sjy3dul
[PUOIIMTISTOD aY) 0] 30U3IAJJTpUT
9)1vIaqI[op 9IN}1ISUOI PUE

SUOIIB]OIA [RUOIIN}TISUOD padoye
21} JO 9SNEBD 10 9010J FUIAOW B Alam
“urejdwo) papuswiy  spynurejd

Ul pPaiJIIuapl S ‘suojsnd pue

"soto1jod

PU® SUIOISNO 25011 0] paiaafqns
SU2ZI1I10 JO SJYFLI 21} 0} 3OUISJFIpUI
31B19Q I[P 2INIIISUOD pue SUCHE[OTA
[BUO1IN}1ISUOD pada][e oY) pulyeq 2010}
ulaow € aJam so1a1jod pue swiosno

yons jey} pue A}[Iqes] [eUIWLID

13pIQ 2007 ‘st Anp
$,1AN07) JO SUONIR[OIA SINEPUAJa(
01)3IAl 10, uondueg eradoaddy

1PpIO
Z00T ‘SI A[uf §,3400) JO SUONIBIOIA
SIUBPUIJI( OIIIIN Jo Joouq

3sanbay juduindoq




.

(‘TeonuapI

2Xe 97T-pT ‘1T-L1 ST ‘p1'SON/PaY

oul PUE 19 pue ¢ "soN/bay (|

dpue O ‘W TN ‘H YD ‘v sa1103931e0
A 10] sisonboy] suonoueg)

‘wre[d Ayqel|

redrotunur - syynuie(d Suisoddo

[BLI] I8 20U3PIA2 SULISJJO WOLJ
o113 11qIgoad ‘9AneUIlE 3Y1 U]

WAy 03 pajdafgns susaznio jo sysu
[BUOTINITISUOD 31} 0} SIURISFJIPUI
91BISQI[OP 2INMIIISUOD puk

SUOIJBJOIA [BUOIINII)SUOD Pada[le

S} JO 95185 10 5010) SUIACW ¢ 2JoMm
‘lurejdwoy) papuswy | Spnule[J

ur paiJiuapi se ‘swoisnd pue
sa1o1jod s,0130A 1B} WIR[O AJ[IqRl]
[edounuw  syynuie[d jo sasodind
9y} 10J pPaySI[qeISa I Wad(J

jo Aoijod pue wiojsno usjodsun Ue Sey
oL JeY) K109y}  Sjjuule|d YSI[qeIs?

0} P2posu Sem YOIym ‘oules Jo
SI2QUIS A[IUIR] 2)RIPIWUI IO SIIJIJJO
JUSWI2DI0JUD ME[ AUB POJIIUUIOD
1oNpuod [njmefun pagajle jo
SUOIB31ISOAUT  SJUBPUS]R(] 0NN 3}
Zuipiedar1 2ouopras [eLId)eW paaLidap
azom syInjure]d ‘Apiusnbasuo))

(gl "33V o112158y) ‘0Ss Op 03 sIaplo
ure[d s,.1anoy) 2y} ayrdsap ‘(s1aquiow
A[Twiey I1ey) pue siao1jo A1np

-]JJO OIJ3JA] Y}IM SUOISI[[OD O1JJel) Ul
PSAJOAUI SUSZNIID °2°1) A[TWE] M o]
213 0} pajenyIs A[Ie[IwIs suosiad

JO UOTJRULIOJUI }3BIUOD Y] PIsO[osIp
I19A3U seY o2 ‘ATiuanbasuo)

(L1b 33v 1213597 H(061#)

g1-,1 e 1duosuel] Surieay zZooz

‘€1 aunf ‘01z "Xg) "0s op 01 13pio
ssa1dxa §,11n00) 9Y) JO UOIIR[OLA 19211D
ur ‘Aimbur [1BW-2 213 BIA payjIuapl
syiodar ¢¢ oY) Jo sardoo pajoepaiun
sonposd jou pip sjurpusje(g

oI}2JA 2} ‘@a0qe pajou sy (0]

-L'€6 ‘€1-9:88 ‘L1-6:L8 "do(f Apoon)
'SIB2A 9A1J 0} sIe2A U2} wolj poirad
QW) 3[qBISA0DSIP 2Y] JO UOLIONPAI

§, N0 2y} 211dsap ‘uaxeliapun

1IPIO TOOT ‘ST AInf
$.1IN0)) JO SUONR[OIA  Sluepuaja(g
0I)IAl 10, uonjdueg eridorddy

pIO
Z00Z ‘ST AInf §,)ANn0)) JO SUONB[OIA
SIUBPUIJI(Q 0N JO Joo1gd

3sanbayf jusmnaogg




o/

SUGT}B[OiA [RUOTIN}IISUCY padsjle

a4} JO 9shed JO 3010 SulAOW B 210M
‘tutejdwo) papuswry  sjpnure(q

U1 PAIJIIUBPI SB ‘SWwolsnd pue
sa1o1jod 5,0119JA] 1B} WHE[D A)[Iqel]
fedmunw syynure[d jo sesodind
oY) 10] PaysI[qe}sa 11 woa(]

:SUOTIB[OIA [BUONININSUOD pagda]fe
31 Jo 9010J uraow 10 asneo

oy} 21om sooTjorid pue swojsnd
Yons jeyf) pue ‘susziid jo sjysu
3y} 0) 2OUIIIJFIPUIL I)RIIGI[IP

Ul SJUSPISUI [BULLID PUB J1jJel}
Ul PIAJOAUT SIDGUIDUL A[IWIR] 1127}
pue s1991jj0 onay 3unoszord

Jo saonoesd pue swoisno

s, 01121 2A01d 01 papunodoid
sem AIOAOISIP SIY) osnedayg

oneN 1By} A10aY] SjjuuUIR]d YSijqeiss
0] PopaI2U SeM [[OIM ‘DUIES JO
sIaquIaw ATIwe] 21e1pawiw] o SI13211J0
JUSUISDI0JUS mB] AUE Pa1ITUILIOD
1onpuod nymeun pagaje jo
suonedssaul SJUBpULa(] OIIBA U3
Fuipieda1 95UaPIAY TRLId)BW paaLIdap
a1om syyiurejd ‘Ajjuanbasuo)

(Z1:801

-61:L0T “9:L01-¥:901 *§-7:9¢ "daQ
Apooy ‘61-¥1:€61 'do(q uruLIouno)))
'0S op jou pip Ing ‘syrodar |ng

yons 10j yaIeas o) L}iqedes 12indurod
oy} pey onaN (81b IV Ie13yeT)
JUBPUAJA(] OJIQJA B JO Joquiaw

A[TuIe] 2jBIpaWIWI JO JUBPURJA(] ONAA
Aur 10} syuodar [N Aue 2onpoid 10
AJ1lUopl jou PIP SJUBPURJI(] OIILIA oYL

01191 10 JHN £q paie3nisoaul
SI2QUIAWI A[TUIR] 91BIPSUII

113y} 10 sjuepuajap [euprarput Aue
SurAjoaul syuapiour 0] pajejal syroder
1sal1e [NA IV :9T 'ON 359nbay pug

‘saroljod

pu® swo)snd 350Y) 01 payoalqns
SUSZI1Id JO SIYSLI 511 0] 00UIISITIPUI
ajeIaqI{op 3)NJ1ISUOGD PUR SUOIJB[O]A
[euoOnNINSUOd pagale 2y} puIyaq 2d10J
Sulaow e a19Mm sa1d1j0od pue swolsnd
yons 1ey) pue AJ1{I1qeI] [BUTWLID

pue [[A1D wolj 2yjoue suoc Junossord

I9PIQ T00T ‘ST AIng
§,3410)) JO SHONB[OIA SIUEPUJI(
0133\ 104 nondues Nelidoaddy

13pLQ
7007 ‘ST A[nf §,)1Nn0)) Jo SHONB[OIA
Sluepuaja(q odjoJq Jo joouag

3sonbay ymawndo(q




\—_—

<t
(o]

204°L v16510€

"UOTIOA

sty Jo pue suonisodap (9)(q)og
[Ny 2y Jo ‘saa) FuIpn|oul ‘s3so))

(61h73v 1373307)

‘301 989[1a11d ®© 20onpoid jou p1p

mq (ST-81:96 ‘L1-¥:¥8 “9:1L-TL:0L
‘dog ApooJy) sejly aanednseaur
pue sa[1y wiepd s Jofeuey jsry

3y} Se YOms sjuemnoop aalsuodsal
PIoyYIIM SjuBpuajag 0NoA QUL

‘spunosg
a8a1atzd wo proYYHM sIIAWINIOP
[e Jo1s1] V¥ :TE "ON }soubay ,,T

(‘reonuapi

I8 9Z-$T ‘1T-L1 §1 ‘F1°SON/baY

pul PUE 19 pUE ¢ "SON/baY] (1

dpue QO ‘W “T Y ‘D vV saodaen
MINd 0] sisenbay suonoues)

"wrepd Ayiqeny

redmunu  spynure]d Suisoddo

eI je oouspias Suligjjo woly

olloW 1qiyoid ‘eAneuIa e 2] Ul

‘wiay) 0) paloalgns susznio Jo siydu

‘saro1j0d

pue swosna asoy} o} pajoofgns
SUIZIIIO JO SIYSLI oY) 0] 2d2Ud183JIpUI
31BIaQI]ap 21M)1ISUOD PUE SUOTJB[OIA
[euonMIISuoo pagSa[[e 2y} puiyeq 95I10j
Suirow & a1am sa1o1j0d pue swoisnd
yons jeyj pue AJIQeI] [BUTUITID

19pI0 00T ‘ST AIng
§.311N0) JO SUONBJOIA Siaepuljag
0X13[A] 104 uo1ueg errdoiddy

13piQ
2007 ‘ST A[nr 531000 Jo SUONEB|OIA
SITEPUAJI( 0.112JA] JO JoolJ

1sanbay jmawnooq




J  INVESTIGATION

o/



A —~’

CATEGORY A:

Metro’s policy, procedure and practice pertaining to investigating traffic
and criminal incidents involving Metro officers and their immediate family
members from 1990 to the present including, but not limited to, the
interpretation of the LVMPD Traffic Bureau Enforcement & Accident
Investigations Manual and the LVMPD Manual

METRO’S RULE 30(b)(6) AND COURT ORDER VIOLATIONS:

Metro identified Raymond Flynn and Michael Zagorski as the PMK
witnesses for Category A. Flynn did not review Metro’s Traffic Bureau
Enforcement and Traffic Investigations Manual in preparation for his
deposition. (Flynn Dep. 6:25-7:15) Zagorski did not read the Office of
Policy & Planning file or the Office Of Management file regarding the two
1995 policy changes. (Zagorski Dep. 24:4-15; 30:13-31:8)

Zagorski was unable to answer questions regarding Metro’s policy of sole
self-investigation including two 1995 Orders (62-95 and 73-95) which first
rescinded the policy of sole self-investigation and then reinstated it a few
months later. (Zagorski Dep. 25:9-17, 26:7-13, 28:12-17, 29:4-16, 30:13-
31:8) Zagorski could not identity what precipitated the changes to the
policies, which occurred a few months after Erin DeLew’s death.
{Zagorski Dep. 28:12 — 31:8) Nor did he make any attempt to inquire of
the author of the policies, Undersheriff Winget, in preparation for his PMK
deposition. (Zagorski Dep. 25:9-17, 26:7-13, 30:13-31:8)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were unable to obtain any testimony binding upon
Metro with respect to Metro’s policy, procedure and practice pertaining to
investigating traffic and criminal incidents involving Metro officers and
their immediate family members, which was needed to establish that
Metro’s customs and policies were a moving force behind the alleged

constitutional violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the rights
of citizens subjected to those policies.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery request was designed to establish that Metro’s policies
of self-investigation were the moving force or cause of the alleged
constitutional violations and that Metro’s policy decisions constitute
deliberate indifference to the rights of citizens subjected to these policies:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim
that Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended
Complaint, were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional
violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of
citizens subjected to them.
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In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.

(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L., M, O, P and EE; 1%
Req/Nos. 3 and 6; and 2 Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)
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Category A (February 2002 Notice of 30(b)(6) Depos): Metro’s policy, procedure
and practice pertaining to investigating traffic and criminal incidents mvolving Metro
officers and their immediate family members from 1990 to the present including, but
not limited to, the interpretation &f the LVMPD Traffic Bureau Enforcement &
Accident Investigations Manual and the LVMPD Manual :

Q. The first category that Metro has designated you as the PMK
or person most knowledgeable is Metro’s policy, procedure, and practice
pertaining to investigating traffic and criminal incidents involving Metro
officers and their immediate family members from 1990 to the present
including, but not limited to, the interpretation of the LVMPD TrafFic
Bureau Enforcement and Accident Investigations Manual and the LVMPD

Manual.
A.  Yes.
Q. Is that your understanding, too?
A.  Yeah.

Q. Did you review the Traffic Bureau Enforcement and Accident
Investigations Manual as part of your preparation for today?
A. No, I did not.
Flynn Dep. 6:25-7:15

Q. In preparation for your deposition today, did you ask to
review any file that the Office of Policy and Planning may have had on
this policy of investigation of on-duty and off-duty accidents involving
Metro officers and/or their immediate family members? '

A. No, sir.

Q. Do you know if there were written comments made to that
policy change in 19957

A. T’m not aware of any.

Q. Did you ask anyone?

A.  No.

Zagorski 24:4-15

Q. Do you know what precipitated or caused the policy change in
19957

A. No, Idon’t.

Q. Did you make any inquiry regarding that preparation for
today’s deposition?

A. No. You mean as far as the policy change in 957

Q. Yes.

A. No.

Zagorski Dep. 25:9-17

Q. ... Do you know whether or not that September 1994 incident
had anything to do with the policy change in 19952
A. Tdon’t know if it did or not.

Category A - 1



~ ~—’

Q. Did you make any inquiry of the Undersheriff or the Sheriff
about that?
. A. No, sir.
Zagorski Dep. 26:7-13

Q. It states, "Parallel investigations will be conducted with the NHP
for serious injury/fatal accidents or large property damage accidents
involving department vehicles, off-duty department members, or their
immediate families in this jurisdiction"?

A. Yes.

Q. Was that one of the changes that was made in this PO, as far as
you know?

A. Yes,

Q. Can you identify any other changes that were made as a result of
P0-62-957

A. Let me just, look at it for a minute,

Q. Sure.

(There was a brief pause in the proceedmgs )

A. I don't see any that I can identify.

Q. This order went out on August 8, 19957

A. Yes.

Q. It basically amended the Department Manual Section 5/103.29.
Would you agree with that?

A. It amended it, yes, to include the paragraph you just read.

Q. You don't recall how this particular PO originated?

A. No, sir.

Q. You haven't reviewed any files or documents related to how this
came about?

A. No, sir.

Q. You have no personal recollection of how it came about?

A. No.

Q. Let's look at -- I apologize that there are exhibit labels on. There
are blank exhibit labels on page 3 and page 5, but it's all one exhibit. On
page 5 of Zagorski Exhibit 3 is a document dated October 24, 1995,
called Procedural Order, or PO-73-957

A Yes. -

Q. Is that correct? Okay. What's your understanding as to what this
Procedural Order did?

A. It addresses the policy, the prior one of 62-95.

Q. Okay. So the change that I see, to cut to the chase here, is that 1b
under "Traffic Officer,"” a change, the language changes from, "Parallel
investigations will be” -- excuse me -- "Parallel investigations will be
conducted with the NHP for serious injury/fatal accidents or large
property damage accidents involving department vehicles, off-duty
department members, or their immediate families," it changes that to
"may be conducted.” Would you agree with that?

Category A - 2
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A. Yes, I would.

Q. It essentially changed it from a mandatory policy to a
discretionary policy. Is that fair?
. "Will" 15 pretty clear. And "may," it does change that.
From mandatory to discretionary?
Yes.
Do you know what precipitated the change reflected in PO-73-957
No, sir.
Have you reviewed any files in the Office of Management and
Budget regarding this PO-73-95?

A. No, I have not reviewed any files.

Q. Both of these Procedural Orders, PO-62-95 and 73-95 are signed
by Undersheriff Winget?

A. Yes. deposition?

A. No, sir.

Q. Is he still available at the department?

A. He's the Undersheriff.

Zagorski Dep. 28:12-31:8

OrO»O

Q. It states, “Parallel investigations will be conducted with the
NHP for serious injury/fatal accidents or large property damage accidents
mvolving department vehicles, off-duty department members, or their
immediate families in this jurisdiction™?
A, Yes.
Zagorski Dep. 28:12-17

Q. It basically amended the Department Manual, Section
5/103.29. Would you agree with that?

A. Tt amended it, yes, to include the paragraph you just read.

Q. You don’t recall how this particular PO originated?

A. No, sir.

Q. You haven’t reviewed any files or documents related to how
this came about?

A. No, sir.
Q. You have no personal recollection of how it came about?
A. No.

Zagorski Dep. 29:4-16

Q. lt essentially changed it from a mandatory policy to a
discretionary policy. [s that fair?

A. “WIill” is pretty clear. And “may,” it does change that.

Q. From mandatory to discretionary?

A, Yes.

Q. Do you know what precipitated the change reflected in PO-73-
952

Category A - 3
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A. No, sir.

Q. Have you reviewed any files in the Office of Management and
Budget regarding this PO-73-95?

A. No, I have not reviewed any files.

, Q. Both of these Procedural Orders, PO-62-95 and 73-95 are

signed by Undersheriff Winget?

A. Yes. -

Q. Did you speak with Undersheriff Winget regarding these POs
in preparation for today’s deposition?

A. No, sir.

Q. Is he still available at the department?

A. He’s the Undersheriff.

Zagorski Dep. 30:13-31:8

Category A - 4
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CATEGORY B:

Any and all traffic accident or criminal investigations undertaken by Metro
at the request of another law enforcement agency from 1990 to the present.

METRO’S RULE 30(b)}(6)} AND COURT ORDER VIOLATIONS:

Metro’s PMK witness, Raymond Flynn, admitted that he did not review
anything in preparation for this subject area. He admitted that he did not
review any data or reports of criminal investigations undertaken by Metro
at the request of another law enforcement agency. In fact, Flynn was not
working criminal investigations between 1991 and 1997 and testified that
he would not know where to start to locate reports of investigations

conducted at the request of another law enforcement agency. (Flynn Dep.
13:10-22, 16:7-19)

Metro also designated Michael Zagorski as a witness for Category B.

Mr. Zagorski admitted that he did not review any documents in preparation
for this subject area and did not make any attempts to identify any
incidents in which Metro conducted an investigation at the request of
another law enforcement agency. (Zagorski Dep. 44:6-23, 47:1-4)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were unable to obtain any testimony binding upon
Metro with respect to traffic accident or criminal investigations
undertaken by Metro at the request of another law enforcement agency,
which was needed to establish Plaintiffs’ theory that local police agencies
have an unspoken custom and practice of protecting one another from civil
and criminal liability and that such customs and policies were a moving
force behind the alleged constitutional violations and constitute deliberate
indifference to the rights of citizens subjected to those policies.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was needed to prove Metro’s customs and practices
of protecting members of the law enforcement community in deliberate
indifference to citizens’ constitutional rights, and that such customs and
practices were the cause or moving force of the alleged violations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim
that Metro’s policies and customs, as tdentified in Plaintiffs’ Amended
Complaint, were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional
violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of
citizens subjected to them.

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.

(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O and P; 1%
Req/Nos. 3 and 6; and 2" Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)
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Category B (February 2002 Notice of 30(b)(6) Depos): Any and all traffic accident

or criminal investigations undertaken by Metro at the request of another law
enforcement agency from 1990 to the present!

Q. ... What, if anything, specifically did you review in
preparation for this particular subject area?

A Outside of my knowledge of our practices and culture,
nothing.

Q. In other words, you haven’t attempted to put together a list or
survey of criminal investigations undertaken by Metro at the request of

.other law enforcement agencies?

A. No, and current practice with our division, that would be kind
of difficult to do. We don’t track them separately when there is a request
of another agency.

Flynn Dep. 13:10-22

Q. You personally haven’t gone back and looked at the criminal
investigations undertaken by Metro at the request of another law
enforcement agency 30 months prior to September 1994 or 30 months

-after September 1994?

A. Thaven’t, and we don’t track them that way. I wouldn’t know
where to start.

Q. You have not done that?

A. No.

Q. That wasn’t even your area? You weren’t working that area
between 1991 and 1997?

A. No, I wasn’t working criminal investigations, no, sir.

Flynn Dep. 16:7-19

Q. As far as you know, Metro hasn’t undertaken a review of its
Traffic Accident Reports to determine whether or not there are accident
reports where another law enforcement agency has called Metro and
investigated it?

MR. ANGULO: Objection. Exceeds the scope of his
designated testimony.

THE WITNESS: 1 don’t know how that report would be
identified.
BY MR. RASTELLO:

Q. If the report itself said, “We received a call from North Las
Vegas” -

A. If it was articulated in the report?

Q. Yes. Then it could be identified?

A. Yes.

Q. You yourself, you haven’t made any such attempt to identify
those incidents?

A. No, sir.

Zagorski Dep. 44:6-23

Category B - 1



Q. So with respect to category B, I take it that you haven’t

reviewed any documents in preparation for today’s deposition relating to
that category?

A. No, sir.
Zagorski Dep. 47:1-4

Category B - 2
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CATEGORY C:

Investigations by Metro of traffic and criminal incidents involving a Metro
officer or an immediate family member of a Metro officer from 1990 to the
present.

METRO’S RULE 30(b){6) AND COURT ORDER VIOLATIONS:

Metro identified Raymond Flynn and Michael Zagorski as the PMK
witnesses for Category C. Both Flynn and Zagorski admitted that they did
not review any documents or investigations that fell within Category C in
preparation for this deposition. (Flynn Dep. 17:19-23; Zagorski Dep. 50:4-
19)

Flynn admitted that responsive investigation files could not be identified
for production from the IAB Logs; a review of the IAB file itself was
necessary to determine if the allegations were relevant under Plaintiffs’
requests and the Courts’ Orders. (Flynn Dep. 66:4-67:7) Metro’s PMK
witnesses were unprepared to identify and discuss any of the investigations
conducted by Metro of traffic or criminal incidents involving Metro
officers or immediate family members of Metro officers from the handful
of produced traffic collision reports. (Flynn Dep. 66:16-67:7; Zagorski
Dep. 52:6-13; Moody Dep. 105:15-24)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were unable to obtain any testimony binding upon
Metro with respect to the investigations by Metro of traffic and criminal
incidents involving Metro officers or immediate family members of a
Metro officers, which was needed to establish Plaintiffs’ theory that Metro
has customs and practices of protecting Metro “insiders” from civil and
criminal liability and that such customs and policies were a moving force
behind the alleged constitutional violations and constitute deliberate
indifference to the rights of citizens subjected to those policies..

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and
practices of protecting Metro officers and their family members involved
in traffic and criminal incidents in deliberate indifference to the rights of
citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or moving
force of the alleged constitutional violations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim
that Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended
Complaint, were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional
violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of
citizens subjected to them.

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.

(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O and P; 1*
Req/Nos. 3 and 6; and 2" Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)



N’ e

Category C (February 2002 Notice of 30(b)(6) Depos): Investigations by Metro of
traffic and criminal incidents involving a Metro officer or an immediate family member
of a Metro officer from 1990 to present

- Q. My question, Deputy Chief Flynn, is: Have you reviewed any
investigations that might fall within Category C in preparation for today’s
deposition?

A. No, not specific investigations outside of the one that this case
centers on. '
Flynn Dep. 17:19-23

Q. A couple questions: Would it be difficult to determine
whether or not the complaints listed in Exhibit 2 fell within one of those
categories of Exhibit 1°s Category C without actually looking at least at
the brief of complaint?

A. Ithink what I said earlier, I go back the that. I know we
talked about conspiracy. In a fraudulent investigation or concealment,
you wouldn’t find those without reading those. I recall also, our false
report or truthfulness would probably be a summary of a complaint. But
the other ones mentioned on the list, I don’t recall seeing;

Q. So you would have to review the brief of complaint to see if
those allegations were made?

A. If you wanted me to look for every one of those, yes.

Q. For example here, on Flynn Exhibit 2, page 27805, on
February 13, 1995, IAB number 950206, it states, CRS 510.2, Subsection
G-1, conduct unbecoming an employee.

A. Correct.

Q. That would be difficult to know --

A. Itis an extremely broad charge. It’s based on a Civil Service
rule. There is about that many things you can do for conduct unbecoming.

Q. So you would have to look at the complaint?

A. To know what exactly it is. It could be music too loud at a
party that your neighbors are complaining about, all the way to a criminal
act.

Flynn Dep. 66:4-67:7

Q. My same question: Can you identify the Metro-affiliated
driver?

A. The last name of driver number one, again the at-fault driver
1s Gemma. I've aware of two employees that have that same last name,
but not the same first name. I have to assume that that would have been
it.

Q. The third one is LVMPD 03129. The event number is
LVMPD 921014. Can you identify the Metro-affiliated driver in that
case?

Category C - 1



e’ A o d

A. Idon’t know a Fogerty or a Fleming.
Moody Dep. 105:15-24

Number six states, “All reports, memoranda, summaries or other
documents relating to the investigation by Metro and NHP of injury or
fatal traffic collisions involving any law enforcement officer or an
immediate family of a law enforcement officer during the five years
preceding and five years following the investigation of Erin DeLew
death.”

Q. Did I read that correctly?

A.  Looks like it.

Q. Did you review any documents that might be responsive to
that request number?

A. Canl see it, please?

Q. Sure.

(There was a brief pause in the proceedings.)

A. No, 1 did not review any document relating to that.

Zagorski Dep. 50:4-19

Looks like 920629-1055.

That’s the same number on Exhibit 5?

Yes.

Can you tell from reviewing the two-page Traffic Accident
Report, Wthh 1s event number 920629-1055, which of the two drivers-is
affiliated with Metro?

A. ldon’trecognize the names.

Zagorski Dep. 52:6-13

Topor

Category C - 2
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CATEGORY D:

Metro’s policy procedure, training, and practice for investigating driving
under the influence or driving while intoxicated as of September 1994 and
any subsequent revisions or proposed revisions including, but not Iimited
to, the interpretation of the LVMPD Traffic Bureau Enforcement &
Accident Investigations Manual and the LVMPD Manual.

METRO’S RULE 30(b}{6) AND COURT ORDER VIOLATIONS:

~ Chief Michael Zagorski, Metro’s PMK witness for Category D (Procedure
and Training for Investigating DUI cases), could not testify regarding the
policies or procedures used in 1994 in DUI cases. (Zagorsk: Dep. 59:25-
60:11, 72:16-22) Zagorski has not made a DUI arrest for 20 years, and he
has never been a trainer of DUI investigative or enforcement procedures at
Metro. (Zagorski Dep. 58:16-59:11, 59:25-60:11, 72:16-22)
Consequently, Plaintiffs were unable to obtain any testimony binding upon
Metro regarding Metro’s DUI training, procedures, and practice for
investigating DUI incidents as of 1994, which was needed to establish the
special treatment Mrs. Wagner received on the evening of Erin DeLew’s
death.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was calculated to establish Metro’s standard
operating procedures for the investigation of driving under the influence
as of September 1994 and that Metro officers departed from those
procedures and accorded Janet Wagner special treatment:

Deem it established that Metro officers departed from their standard
procedures for investigation of DUI in the case of Janet Wagner and accorded her
special treatment and/or preclude Metro from introducing at trial evidence of
Metro’s standard operating procedures for the investigation of driving
under the influence as of September 1994 or evidence opposing Plaintiffs’
assertion that Metro officers departed from those procedures and accorded
Janet Wagner special treatment.

(Sanction Requests for PMK categories D and I and 1*' Req/No. 5 are
virtually identical.)
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Category D (February 2002 Notice of 30(b)(6) Depos): Metro’s policy procedure,
training, and practice for investigating driving under the influence or driving while
intoxicated as of September 1994 and any subsequent revisions or proposed revisions
including, but not limited to, the interpretation of the LVMPD Traffic Bureau
Enforcement & Accident Investigations Manual and the LVMPD Manual.

Q. When was the last time you made a DUI arrest?
A. Probably 20 years ago.
Q. Are you a trainer of DUI investigative or enforcement
procedures at Metro?
A. No, sir.
MR. ANGULO: At the present time?
BY MR. RASTELLO:
At the present time?
No, sir.
Have you been in the last 15 years?
Last 15 years, training in relationships to DUI?
Yes.
No.
When was the last time you testified in a court of law
regardmg a DUI arrest?
A. 1 would say, again, about 20 years ago.
Q. Have you ever been designated as a Metro trainer in the area
of DUI enforcement and, if so, when?
A. No, not in DUI.
Zagorski Dep. 58:16-59:11

CPOPOPO

Q. Do you know how many blood draws a Metro officer is
authorized to obtain from a DUI suspect?

A. Ibelieve it’s two.

Q. Typically, are those draws separated by a period of time?

A. They’re done in a facility at the jail or the hospital, depending
on the circumstances.

Q. Well, are you familiar with the procedures?

A. No, not today.

Q. Are you familiar with the procedures as they existed in 19947

A. Not specifically.

Zagorski Dep. 59:25-60:11

Q. Well, is it fair to say that you’re not specifically aware of the
procedures that were used in 1994 in DUI felony cases in terms of
extracting blood samples?

A. Specifically of extracting blood samples, I would say no, I'm
not familiar with what they were doing in ’94.

Zagorski Dep. 72:16-22

Category D - 1
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CATEGORY E:

All reports, memoranda, summaries or other documents relating to the
investigation by Metro of traffic and criminal incidents involving any
Metro law enforcement personnel or an immediate family member of
Metro personnel during the five years preceding and the five years
following the investigation of Erin DeLew’s death.

METRO’S RULE 30(b)}(6) AND COURT ORDER VIOLATIONS:

Metro’s PMK witnesses, Raymond Flynn and Michael Zagorski, admitted
they did not review any reports, memoranda, summaries or documents
relating to this subject matter in preparation for the Rule 30(b)(6)
depositions. (Flynn Dep. 18:18-19:11; Zagorski Dep. 50:4-19)
Consequently, Zagorski was unable to discuss any of the investigations
conducted by Metro of traffic or criminal incidents involving Metro

officers or immediate family members of Metro officers. (Zagorski Dep.
51:10-15, 52:6-13)

These PMK witnesses were unprepared to identify and discuss any of the
investigations conducted by Metro of traffic or criminal incidents
involving Metro officers or immediate family members of Metro officers
from the handful of produced traffic collision reports. (Flynn Dep. 66:16-
67:7;, Zagorski Dep. 52:6-13; Moody Dep. 105:15-24)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were unable to obtain any testimony binding upon
Metro relating the investigation by Metro of traffic and criminal incidents
involving any Metro law enforcement personnel or an immediate family,
which was necded to establish Plaintiffs’ theory that Metro has customs
and practices of protecting Metro insiders from civil and criminal liability
and that such customs and policies were a moving force behind the alleged
constitutional violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the rights
of citizens subjected to those policies.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

‘Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and
practices of protecting Metro officers and their family members involved
in traffic and criminal incidents in deliberate indifference to the rights of
citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or moving
force of the alleged constitutional violations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim
that Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended
Complaint, were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional
violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of
citizens subjected to them.

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.
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(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O, P and EE; 1
Reg/Nos. 3 and 6; and 2nd Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)
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Category E (February 2002 Notice of 30(b){(6) Depos): All reports, memoranda,
summaries or other documents relating to the investigation by Metro of traffic and
criminal incidents involving any Metro law enforcement personnel or an immediate
family member of Metro personnel during the five years preceding and five years
following the investigation of Erin DeLew’s death.

The question is: I take it, with respect to Category E, in
preparation for today’s deposition, you haven’t specifically reviewed any
specific reports, memoranda or summaries or other documents relating to
those specific incidents?

A. 1did review a log sheets from Internal Affairs from
approximately that time period. Some of those would be almost
impossible to find. For example, we don’t track immediate family
members. Sometimes we may never even know if the person is an
immediate family member.

Q. So you looked at some Internal Affairs Bureau logs?

A. Correct, sir.

Q. But not individual Internal Affairs reports or memoranda?

A. The only individual Internal Affairs report and memoranda
that I reviewed is the one concerning this case.

Flynn Dep. 18:18-19:11

Q. So you would have to review the brief of complaint to see if
those allegations were made?

A, If you wanted me to look for every one of those, yes.

Q. For example here, on Flynn Exhibit 2, page 27805, on
February 13, 1995, IAB number 950206, it states, CRS 510. 2, Subsection
G-1, conduct unbecoming an employee.

A. Correct.

Q.. That would be difficult to know --

A. Itis an extremely broad charge. It’s based on a Civil Service
rule. There 1s about that many things you can do for conduct unbecoming.

Q. So you would have to look at the complaint?

A. To know what exactly it is. It could be music too loud at a
party that your neighbors are complaining about, all the way to a criminal
act.

Flynn Dep. 66:16-67:7

Number six states, “All reports, memoranda, summaries or other
documents relating to the investigation by Metro and NHP of i injury or
fatal traffic collisions involving any law enforcement officer or an
immediate family of a law enforcement officer during the five vears
preceding and five years following the investigation of Erin DeLew
death.”

Q. Did I read that correctly?

Category E - 1



A. Looks like it.
Q. Did you review any documents that might be responsive to
that request number? :
A. CanIseeit, please?
- Q. Sure.
(There was a brief pause in the proceedings.)

A. No, I did not review any document relating to that.
Zagorski Dep. 50:4-19

Q. It says, “The following traffic reports involve off-duty
events,” and it lists a number of reports. I think, [ haven’t counted them
but between 40 and 50. Do you recognize those as Metro event numbers?

A. Looks like it, yeah.

Zagorski Dep. 51:10-15

Looks like 920629-1055.

That’s the same number on Exhibit 57

Yes.

Can you tell from reviewing the two-page Traffic Accident
Report, Wthh 1s event number 920629-1055, which of the two drivers is
affiliated with Metro?

A. Idon’trecognize the names.
Zagorski Dep. 52:6-13

Teror

Q. My same question: Can you identify the Metro-affiliated
driver?

A. The last name of driver number one, again the at-fault driver
1s Gemma. [’ve aware of two employees that have that same last name,
but not the same first name. I have to assume that that would have been
it.

Q. The third one is LVMPD 03129. The event number is
LVMPD 921014. Can you identify the Metro-affiliated driver in that
case?

A. ITdon’tknow a Fogerty or a Fleming.
Moody Dep. 105:15-24

Category E - 2
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CATEGORY F:

Use of Preliminary Breath Test Devices within Metro during the five years
preceding and five years following the investigation of Erin DeLew’s
death including, but not limited to, interpretation of the LVMPD Traffic
Bureau Enforcement & Accident Investigations Manual and the LVMPD
Manual.

METRO’S RULE 30(b)(6) AND COURT ORDER VIOLATIONS:

Metro’s PMK witness designated to testify regarding this subject, Michael
Zagorski, admitted that he had not reviewed any documents specific to
Preliminary Breath Test devises at Metro in preparation for his deposition.
(Zagorski Dep. 61:21-62:3) Zagorski could not testify regarding the
policies or procedures used in 1994 in DUI cases. (Zagorski Dep. 59:25-
60:11, 72:16-22) Zagorski has not made a DUI arrest for 20 years, and he
has never been a trainer of DUI investigative or enforcement procedures at
Metro. (Zagorski Dep. 58:16-59:11, 59:25-60:11, 72:16-22)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were unable to obtain material testimony binding
upon Metro regarding use of Preliminary Breath Test Devices within
Metro as of 1994, which was needed to establish the standard operating
procedures at that time in order to contrast them against the special
treatment accorded Mrs. Wagner during the felony DUI investigation of
Erin DeLew’s death.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was tailored to establish that the Metro officers
had available at the scene of the Erin DeLew fatality in September 1994
Preliminary Breath Test Devices to administer on Janet Wagner, and that
it was Metro’s standard operating procedures to use such devices at the
scene of traffic collisions and that Metro departed from those procedures
and accorded Janet Wagner special treatment::

Deem it established that Metro officers had available at the scene of the
Erin Delew fatality in September 1994 Preliminary Breath Test Devices to
administer on Janet Wagner, that it was the Metro’s standard operating
procedures to use such devices at the scene of traffic collisions, and that
Metro officers departed from those procedures and accorded Janet Wagner
special treatment and/or preclude Metro from introducing at trial evidence
of the availability of Preliminary Breath Test Devices in September 1994
or their standard operating procedures regarding the use such devices at
traffic collision scenes.
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Category F (February 2002 Notice of 30(b)(6) Depos): Use of Preliminary Breath
Test Devices within Metro during the five years preceding and five years following the
investigation of Erin DeLew’s death including, but not limited to, interpretation of the
LVMPD Traffic Bureau Enforcement & Accident Investigations Manual and the
LVMPD Manual. |

Q. When was the last time you made a DUI arrest?
A. Probably 20 years ago.
Q. Are you a trainer of DUI investigative or enforcement
procedures at Metro?
A. No, sir.
MR. ANGULQO: At the present time?
BY MR. RASTELLO:

Q. At the present time?

A. No, sir. :

Q. Have you been in the last 15 years?

A. Last 15 years, training in relationships to DUI?
Q. Yes.

A. No.

Q

. When was the last time you testified in a court of law
regarding a DUI arrest? _
A. 1 would say, again, about 20 years ago.
Q. Have you ever been designated as a Metro trainer in the area
of DUI enforcement and, if so, when? -
A. No, not in DUT.
Zagorski Dep. 58:16-59:11

Q. Do you know how many blood draws a Metro officer is
authorized to obtain from a DUI suspect?

A. Ibelieve it’s two.

Q. Typically, are those draws separated by a period of time?

A. They’re done in a facility at the jail or the hospital, depending
on the circumstances.

Q. Well, are you familiar with the procedures?

A. No, not today.

Q. Are you familiar with the procedures as they existed in 19947

A. Not specifically.

Zagorski Dep. 59:25-6(:11

Q. Do you know when Metro first purchased Preliminary Breath
Test devices?

A. I would say somewhere around ’91, *92. That would be my
guess. -

Q. In preparation for today’s deposition, did you review any
documents?

Category F - 1
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A. I looked at this document here as it related to PBTs and I tried
to recall. 1 believe it was a grant that was provided to the department
where they purchased them. They were somewhat unreliable. They
needed to be calibrated frequently. [ think that was around ’91, *92.

- Q. When you said you reviewed this, you were referring to the
Notice of Deposition?

A. [I’'m sorry, yes. I'm referring to -- what is it, Exhibit 2?

Q: Right. In preparation for today’s deposition, did you review
any of the grants that you referenced?

A. No, sir. I recall that.

Q. So in preparation for today’s deposition, you haven’t reviewed
anything specific to the Preliminary Breath Test devices at Metro?

A. No. '

Zagorski Dep. 61:5-62:3

Q. Well, is it fair to say that you’'re not specifically aware of the
procedures that were used in 1994 in DUI felony cases in terms of
extracting blood samples? :

A. Specifically of extracting blood samples, I would say no, I'm
not familiar with what they were doing in *94. '

Zagorski Dep. 72:16-22

Category F - 2
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CATEGORY G:

The Metro policy and practice concerning the use of blood-alcohol kits in
DUI enforcement, including, but not limited to, the use of the type of kit
utilized by law enforcement personnel with Office Wagner’s wife on
September 27, 1994.

METRO’S RULE 30(b)(6) AND COURT ORDER VIOLATIONS:

Chief Michael Zagorski, Metro’s PMK witness for Category G, could not
testify regarding the policies or procedures used in 1994 in DUT felony
cases in terms of extracting blood samples. (Zagorski Dep. 59:25-60:11,
72:16-22) Zagorski could not testify regarding the policies or procedures
used in 1994 in DUI cases. (Zagorski Dep. 59:25-60:11, 72:16-22)
Zagorski has not made a DUIT arrest for 20 years, and he has never been a
trainer of DUI investigative or enforcement procedures at Metro.
(Zagorski Dep. 58:16-59:11, 59:25-60:11, 72:16-22) Consequently,
Plaintiffs were unable to obtain material testimony binding upon Metro -
regarding Metro’s policy and practice concerning the use of blood-alcohol
kits in DUI enforcement, including the type of kit utilized by law
enforcement personnel with Office Wagner’s wife on September 27, 1994.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was tailored to establish that it was Metro’s
standard operating procedure to use at two blood-alcohol kits to take at
least two blood draws separated by time in suspected felony DUI cases
and that Metro officers departed from those procedures and accorded Janet
Wagner special treatment:

Deem it established that Metro officers departed from their standard
procedures to use two blood-alcohol kits to take at least two blood draws
separated by time in suspected felony DUI cases and accorded Janet
Wagner special treatment and/or preclude Metro from introducing at trial
evidence opposing Plaintiffs’ assertion that it was Metro’s standard
operating procedures to use two blood-alcoho! kits to take at least two
blood draws separated by time in suspected felony DUI cases and that
Metro officers departed from those procedures and accorded Janet Wagner
special treatment.
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Category G (February 2002 Notice of 30(b)(6) Depos): The Metro policy and
practice concerning the use of blood-alcohol kits in DUI enforcement, including, but
not limited to, the use of the type of kit utilized by law enforcement personnel with
Office Wagner’s wife on September 27, 1994.

Q. When was the last time you made a DUI arrest?
A. Probably 20 years ago.
Q. Are you a trainer of DUI investigative or enforcement
procedures at Metro?
A. No, sir.
MR. ANGULO: At the present time?
BY MR. RASTELLO:

Q. At the present time?

A. No, sir.

Q. Have you been in the last 15 years?

A. Last 15 years, training in relationships to DUI?
Q. Yes. '
A. No.

Q

. When was the last time you testified in a court of law
- regarding a DUI arrest?
A. 1 would say, again, about 20 years ago.
Q. Have you ever been designated as a Metro trainer in the area
of DUI enforcement and, if so, when?
A. No, not in DUL
Zagorski Dep. 58:16-59:11

Q. Do you know how many blood draws a Metro officer is
authorized to obtain from a DUI suspect? '

A. Ibelieve it’s two.

Q. Typically, are those draws separated by a period of time?

A. They’'re done in a facility at the jail or the hospital, depending
on the circumstances.

Q. Well, are you familiar with the procedures?

A. No, not today.

Q. Are you familiar with the procedures as they existed in 19947

A. Not specifically.,

Zagorski Dep. 59:25-60:11

Q. Well, is it fair to say that you're not specifically aware of the
procedures that were used in 1994 in DUI felony cases in terms of
extracting blood samples?

A.  Specifically of extracting blood samples, I would say no, I'm
not familiar with what they were doing in ’94,

Zagorski Dep. 72:16-22

Category G - 1
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CATEGORY H:

All fatal traffic collisions reports generated by Metro during the years
1996 and 1997.

METRO’S RULE 30{(b){(6) AND COURT ORDER VIOLATIONS:

Metro represented that it destroys traffic collision reports after five years
and therefore could not produce reports during the most relevant years i.e.
1989 to 1995. (Rastello Aff. Y3) Based on this representation, Plaintiffs
and the Court narrowed the document request to the years 1996 and 1997.
(Rastello Aff. §3) Plaintiffs learned during the Rule 30(b)(6) depositions
that Metro’s representation was false and that Metro retains Traffic
Accident Reports permanently. (Lang Dep. 20:19-21:2; Ex. 204; Redfairn
Dep. 16:22-17:5) However, Metro never did produce the pre-1995 reports.
(Rastello Aff. §4)

In addition, during the June 13, 2002 hearing, the Magistrate Judge ordered
Metro to produce unredacted copies of the Traffic Accident Reports it had
produced for the narrowed time period. (Ex. 210, Hearing Trans. 30:5-23,
June 13, 2002 (#190)) However, Metro never did so. (Leffler Aff. §5)

Metro employees 200 people in its Records Bureau and that it had ample
resources (both human and computer) to identify and produce responsive
documents. (Lang Dep. 22:23-23:11, 41:9-23, 43:17-20)

Metro’s PMK witness designated to testify regarding records production,
Theodore Moody, did not review any documents in preparation for the
deposition, was not clear on what the court ordered with regard to
redactions, and did not know whether Metro had produced an unredacted
copy of the 1996 and 1997 fatal traffic collision reports. (Moody Dep.
13:14-14:2) Lieutenant Moody also did not review any of the reports
produced by Metro. (Moody Dep. 15:14-20)

Detective William Redfairn was designated as Metro’s PMK witness to
testify regarding the process of investigating and generating fatal traffic
collision reports. (Redfairn Dep. 10:20-11:6) Detective Redfairn did not
review any fatal traffic collision reports generated by Metro during 1996
and 1997 and, therefore, was not able to answer anything but generalized
questions. {Redfairn Dep. 12:3-21})

Consequently, Plaintiffs were unable to obtain material testimony binding
upon Metro regarding Metro’s standard operating procedures in the
investigation of fatal traffic collisions during the 1994 time period which
was needed to show the Metro Defendants’ departure from such standard
operating procedures and the special treatment the Metro Defendants
accorded Mrs. Wagner during the investigation of the vehicular homicide
of Erin DeLew.
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APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was calculated to establish Metro’s standard
operating procedures for the investigation of fatal traffic collisions as of
September 1994 and that Metro officers departed from those procedures
and accorded fanet Wagner special treatment:

Deem it established that Metro officers departed from their standard
procedures for investigation of fatal traffic collisions in the case of Janet Wagner
and accorded her special treatment and/or preclude Metro from introducing at
trial evidence of Metro’s standard operating procedures for the
investigation of fatal traffic collisions or evidence opposing Plaintiffs’
assertion that Metro officers departed from those procedures and accorded
Janet Wagner special treatment.

(Sanction Requests for PMK H and 1% Req/No. 4 are virtually identical.)
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Category H (February 2002 Notice of 30(b)(6) Depos): All fatal traffic collision
reports generated by Metro during the years 1996 and 1997.

Q. ...Traffic investigation reports for an injury or fatal are 10 years,
mandatory retention with a permanent file being in Records.

Q. When it says "Permanent File in Records," that means that Metro
has, even though the minimum period is 10 years, Metro has decided to
keep a permanent record?

A. Yes, there would be a permanent file maintained in Records.

Q. Would you repeat what the category is, please? Traffic --

A. Traffic/citations/incident reports is two years. Traffic/accident
investigations for injury or fatal are 10 years with a permanent file in
records.

Lang Dep. 20:19-21:7

Q. Ms. Lang, would you tell us how someone in your department
would go about locating a filmed traffic collision report, if they had an
event number? What would they do?

A. They would request copies of whatever we have under that event
number and Records personnel would produce the documents off of the
film.

Q. How would the Records person do that? Assummg, I guess, it's
on the KAR system, they would go to the reel?

A. Ifit's on the KAR system, they would go to the computer that is
attached to the KAR. They would run up the event number. It would tell
them what reel it was on. They would take the reel and hit "print."

Lang Dep. 22:23-23:11

Q. How many additional people can you call upon when needed?

A. Tcan assign every one of my employees to do any tasks,
depending on the need. Those people who are assigned regularly as that
part of their duties is about five a day. That's not a question that I can
answer. [f I needed to, I could apply substantial amounts of personnel.

Q. How many people are under your section?

A. In the Records Bureau, there is 190. If you want it broken down
by section --

Q. You're the Records Section Director?

A. Records Bureau.

Q. So all 190 essentially report to you?

A. Right.

Lang Dep. 41:9-23

Category H - 1
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Approximately how many temporary employees?
20.

So at the peak, 210 employees?

Right.

Lang Dep. 43:17-20

> RO B O

Q. What specifically have you done in preparation for this
deposition, though? _
A. Other than reviewing the orders to produce documents,

nothing.
Q. Do you have those orders with you?
A. Ido not,

Q. Did you make any sort of checklist of things that the
department has produced?
A. No, Idid not.
Moody Dep. 6:18-7:1

Q. Did you come to learn that the court ordered unredacted
reports to be produced?

A.  T'm not clear on what the court ordered with regard to the
redactions. '

' Q. Do you know whether or not Metro has produced an

unredacted copy of the 1996 and 1997 Fatal Traffic Collision Reports?

A. The reports that were originally produced unredacted should
still be in possession of our attorneys.

'Q.  As you sit here, you don’t know whether or not a copy of
those have been made and delivered to Plaintiffs?

A. Tdon’t know.

Moody Dep. 13:14-14:2

Q. Have you reviewed the 1996 and 1997 Traffic Collision
Reports?
A. No. -
Q. Have you seen the redacted copies of the 1996 and 1997
Traffic Collision Reports produced to Plaintiffs?
A. No, ! have not.
Moody Dep. 15:14-20

MR. RASTELLO: Okay. Peter, I only had him down for H
and I. Am I mistaken?

MR. ANGULO: No, he’s been identified as the person most
knowledgeable for the department who can testify about the process of

Category H - 2
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generating Fatal Traffic Collision Reports, that investigation process of
that, and also for DUI arrests.

MR. RASTELLO: Qkay. So would that be a piece of H and 1
then? ' _

MR. ANGULO: That’s correct. As we indicated to you in the
letter, you wanted to have it broken down.

Redfairn Dep. 10:20-11:6

Q. Maybe I can short-circuit this. Other than the reports that
were generated in connection with the Wager-DeLew fatality, did you
review any other traffic accident reports?

A. No.

Q. So you have not reviewed and are not in a position today to
identify the Fatal Traffic Collision Reports generated by Metro durmg the
years 1996 and 19977

A. [I’m not sure I understand what you’re saying.

Q. Would you read the question back? (The record was read back
by the Reporter.)

A. 1 have not reviewed them. However, if you asked me
questions, generalized questions, I might be able to provide you answers
with that. '

Q. Have you reviewed the DUI Arrest Reports generated by the
named Metro defendants in this case during the years 1996 and 1997?

A. No.

Redfairn Dep. 12:3-21

Q. Do you know for what period of time a Fatal Traffic Accident
Report is retained?

A. As far as | know in Records, it's kept forever. 1 don't know of
anything that's short.

Q. How about Traffic Accident Reports involving injury?

A. Same thing.

Q. Same thing?

A. Tt gets microfilmed, is my understanding.

Redfairn Dep. 16:22-17:5

Category H - 3
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CATEGORY I:

All DUI arrest reports generated by any named Metro Defendant during
the years 1996 and 1997.

METRO’S RULE 30(b)(6) AND COURT ORDER VIOLATIONS:

Metro represented that it destroyed DUI Arrest Reports after five years and
therefore could not produce reports during the most relevant years i.e. 1991
to 1994. (Rastello Aff. §3) Based on this representation, Plaintiffs and the
Court narrowed the document request to the years 1996 and 1997. (Rastello
Aff. 3) Plaintiffs learned during the Rule 30(b)(6) depositions that Metro’s
representation was false and that Metro retains DUI Arrest Reports for 85
years. (Lang Dep. 20:3-12; Ex. 204) However, Metro never did produce the
1991-1994 reports, even though it could easily have done so. (Rastello Aff.
94; Moody Dep. 30:21-31:4; Counterman 194:15-22)

In addition, during the June 13, 2002 hearing, the Magistrate Judge ordered
Metro to produce unredacted copies of the DUI Arrest Reports it had
produced for the narrowed time period. (Ex. 210, Hearing Trans. 30:5-23,
June 13, 2002 #190) However, Metro never did so. (Leffler Aff.q6)

Metro’s PMK witness designed to testify regarding records production,
Theodore Moody, did not review any documents in preparation for the
deposition, did not review Metro’s production of DUT arrest reports to
make sure it was complete, accurate, and legible. (Moody Dep. 6:18-7:1,
28:2-12)

Detective William Redfairn was designated as Metro’s PMK witness to
testify regarding the process of investigating and generating DUT arrest
reports. Detective Redfairn did not review the DUI arrest reports
generated by the Metro defendants during 1996 and 1997 and, therefore,
was not able to answer anything but generalized questions. (Redfairn Dep.
12:19-21)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were unable to obtain material testimony binding
upon Metro regarding Metro’s standard operating procedures in the
investigation of DUI incidents during the 1994 time period to show the
departure from such procedures and the special treatment accorded to Mrs.
Wagner during the investigation of the vehicular homicide of Erin DeLew.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was calculated to establish Metro’s standard
operating procedures for the investigation of driving under the influence
as of September 1994 and that Metro officers departed from those
procedures and accorded Janet Wagner special treatment:

Deem it established that Metro officers departed from their standard
procedures for investigation of DUT in the case of Janet Wagner and accorded her
special treatment and/or preclude Metro from introducing at trial evidence of
Metro’s standard operating procedures for the investigation of driving



-’ ——

under the influence as of September 1994 or evidence opposing Plaintiffs’
assertion that Metro officers departed from those procedures and accorded
Janet Wagner special treatment.

(Sanction Requests for PMK categories D and [ and 1% Req/No. 5 are
virtually identical.)
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Category I (February 2002 Notice of 30(b)(6) Depos): All DUI arrest reports
generated by any named Metro defendant during the years 1996 and 1997.

Q. For what period of time is the film or fiche maintained?
A. For what category?
Q. Let's say DUI arrest reports.
A. An arrest report would be maintained 85 years or five years after
the confirmed death of the individual.
Q. 85 years?
A. Is a retention on an arrest document, an arrest report.
Lang Dep. 20:3-12

Q. Ms. Lang, would you tell us how someone in your department
would go about locating a filmed traffic collision report, if they had an
event number? What would they do?

A. They would request copies of whatever we have under that event
number and Records personnel would produce the documents off of the
film.

Q. How would the Records person do that? Assuming, I guess, it's
on the KAR system, they would go to the reel?

A. Ifit's on the KAR system, they would go to the computer that is
attached to the KAR. They would run up the event number. It would tell
them what reel it was on. They would take the reel and hit "print."

Lang Dep. 22:23-23:11

Q. Assuming that an officer properly codes a drunk driving arrest as
a 409, your people in Communications would input that?
A. Whatever he told us.

Q. Okay. Then theoretically, Information Technologies could run a
list of all the 409s that occurred last month, for example?
A. Yes.

Counterman Dep. 194:15-22

Q. What specifically have you done in preparation for this
deposition, though?

A.  Other than reviewing the orders to produce documents,

nothing.
Q. Do you have those orders with you?
A. Ido not.

Q. Did you make any sort of checklist of things that the
department has produced?
A. No, Idid not.
Moody Dep. 6:18-7:1

Category ! - 1
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Q. Did you come to learn that the court ordered unredacted
reports to be produced?

A.  T’m not clear on what the court ordered with regard to the
redactions.

: Q. Do you know whether or not Metro has produced an

-unredacted copy of the 1996 and 1997 Fatal Traffic Collision Reports?

A. The reports that were originally produced unredacted should
still be in possession of our attorneys.

Q. As yousit here, you don’t know whether or not a copy of
those have been made and delivered to Plaintiffs?

A. TIdon’t know.

Moody Dep. 13:14-14:2

Q. Did you redact information from those DUI police reports?

A. No, no. :

Q. Did you review the DUI Arrest Reports for quality of printing
and legibility?

A. No, Ididn’t. :

Q. How many DUI Arrest Reports approximately were produced
for each Defendant?

A. ldon’t remember now. I'm sorry.

Q. Are we talking a large volume or --

A. Idon’t remember.

Moody Dep. 28:2-12

Q. It could have been done for the years 1994 and 1995 as well?

A. Had we been instructed to do it for 1994 and '95, I don't know,
because to fill -- we're talking about the DUI? Oh, yes, for the DUI
requests. I'm sorry. I was thinking you had asked me the same question
with regard to H. Yes, we could undertake to do the same process
technically and do it for '94 and '95.

Moody Dep. 30:21-31:4

Q. Have you reviewed the DUI Arrest Reports generated by the
named Metro defendants in this case during the years 1996 and 19977
A: No.
Redfairn Dep. 12:18-21

Q. For what period of time are DUI Arrest Reports retained?
A. As far as my knowledge goes, it's forever. That's why they're
microfiched. They can keep them forever.

Redfairn Dep. 19:17-21

Category I - 2
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CATEGORY K:

All reports, memoranda, summaries or other documents relating to the
investigation by Metro of alleged wrongful conduct committed by any law
enforcement officer or an immediate family member of a law enforcement
officer during the five years preceding and the five years following
investigation of Erin DeLew’s death.

METRO’S RULE 30(b)}{(6) AND COURT ORDER VIOLATIONS:

Metro’s designated PMK witness, Raymond Flynn, admitted that he did not
review any documents outside the files relating to the DeLew incident for
Category K and, therefore, would be unable to answer any questions about
any other IAB allegations beyond the scope of the DelLew incident. (Flynn
Dep. 21:3-14, 87:4-88:1. Flynn admitted that pertinent investigation files
could not be identified from the Internal Affairs Log without a review of
the complaint to determine if the allegations were relevant. (Flynn Dep.
66:16-67:7)

Metro’s PMK witnesses were unprepared to identify and discuss any of the
investigations conducted by Metro of traffic or criminal incidents
involving Metro officers or immediate family members of Metro officers
from the handful of produced traffic collision reports. (Flynn Dep. 66:16-
67:7; Zagorski Dep. 52:6-13; Moody Dep. 105:15-24)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were unable to obtain material testimony binding
upon Metro regarding Metro’s investigations of alleged unlawful conduct
committed by law enforcement officers or immediate family members of
same, which was needed to establish Plaintiffs’ theory that Metro has an
unspoken custom and policy of protecting one another from civil and
criminal liability and that such customs and policies were a moving force
behind the alleged constitutional violations and constitute deliberate
indifference to the rights of citizens subjected to those policies..

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and
practices of protecting Metro officers and their family members involved
in traffic and criminal incidents in deliberate indifference to the rights of
citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or moving
force of the alleged constitutional violations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs” municipal liability claim
that Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended
Complaint, were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional
violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of
citizens subjected to them.

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal hability claim.
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(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O, P and EE; 1*
Req/Nos. 3 and 6; and 2™ Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)
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Category K (February 2002 Notice of 30(b)(6) Depos): All reports, memoranda,
summaries or other documents relating 1o the investigation by Metro of alleged
wrongful conduct committed by any law enforcement officer or an immediate family
member of a law enforcement officer during the five years preceding and five years
following the investigation of Erin DeLew’s death.

Q. Category K, I take it your answer would be the same, that is,
that you haven’t reviewed any specific documents falling within this
category other than the Internal Affairs investigation done in this case,
that being the Erin DeLew fatality?

A. Correct, within this time period. I'm familiar with cases since
I’ve been in charge of investigations. '

Q. But you haven’t reviewed any within this time period?

A. Outside of the case relating to this incident here.

Flynn Dep. 21:3-14

Q. So you would have to review the brief of complaint to see if
those allegations were made? :

A. If you wanted me to look for every one of those, yes.

Q. For example here, on Flynn Exhibit 2, page 27805, on
February 13, 1995, IAB number 950206, it states, CRS 510.2, Subsection
G-1, conduct unbecoming an employee.

A. Correct.

Q. That would be difficult to know --

A. [t is an extremely broad charge. It’s based on a Civil Service
rule. There is about that many things you can do for conduct unbecoming.

Q. So you would have to look at the complaint?

A. To know what exactly it is. It could be music too loud at a
party that your neighbors are complaining about, all the way to a criminal
act.

Flynn Dep. 66:16-67:7

Q. There are approximately 11 Metro Defendants, individual
Metro Defendants in this case. My question to you is: In preparation for
this deposition, have you reviewed any of the Internal Affairs files that
may pertain to those individual Defendants?

A. Tonly read the one having to do with this. it’s news to me 1f
IAB maintains a separate file on employees.

Q. 1 guess I'm not wording my question very well. So let me try
it again. Did you seek, in preparation for this deposition, to identify other
Internal Affairs complaints or investigations relating to the individual
Metro Defendants in this case?

A. Beyond the Delew incident?

Q. Yes.

A. No.

Category K - 1
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Q. SoifI were to pull out any complaints that I might have
relating to those individual Defendants, it’s safe to say that you have not
~ reviewed those in preparation for today’s deposition?
A. If there are other IAB allegations beyond the scope of the
DeLew incident, | have no idea what you’re talking about.
Flynn Dep. 87:4-88:1

Q. My same question: Can you identify the Metro-affiliated
driver? :

A. The last name of driver number one, again the at-fault driver
is Gemma. [’ve aware of two employees that have that same last name,
but not the same first name. I have to assume that that would have been
1t.

Q. The third one is LVMPD 03129. The event number is
LVMPD 921014. Can you identify the Metro-affiliated driver in that
case? '

- A. 1don’t know a Fogerty or a Fleming.
Moody Dep. 105:15-24

A. Looks like 920629-1055.

Q. That’s the same number on Exhibit 57

A. Yes.

Q. Can you tell from reviewing the two-page Traffic Accident
Report, which is event number 920629-1055, which of the two drivers is
affiliated with Metro? '

A. 1don’trecognize the names.

Zagorski Dep. 52:6-13

Category K - 2
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CATEGORIES L. AND M:

All notice of claims for damages and civil lawsuits, actions, or complaints
of alleged wrongful conduct committed by any named Metro Defendant or
an immediate family member of a named Metro Defendant and all notice
of claims for damages against any Metro officer during the five years
preceding and five years following the investigation of Erin DeLew’s
death. :

METRO’S RULE 30(h){6) AND COURT ORDER VIOLATIONS:

Even though Lt. Moody made a copy of each Notice of Claim and gave the
copies to Metro's counsel (Moody Dep. 51:24-52:17), the Metro -
Defendants did not produce any of the Notice of Claims requested in No.
14 of the Second Requests so that Plaintiffs might use them during the
PMK depositions. (Leffler Aff. 19; Moody Dep. 70:22-71:6, 84:4-17)
Metro’s PMK witness designated to testify regarding records production
for various categories, Theodore Moody, did not review any documents in
preparation for the deposition. (Moody Dep. 6:18-7:1)

Lt. Moody testified that Metro’s computer systems track every civil action
filed against any Metro officer from receipt of the complaint through
payment or settlement. (Moody Dep. 40:8-41:1, 42:18-43:3, 48:17-49:1,
50:6-14) Lt. Moody testified that a list of civil actions could have been
generated from Metro’s computer databases. (Moody Dep. 51:24-53:3)
Yet, Metro did not produce any list of civil actions responsive to No. 15.
(Leffler Aff. §10) Even though Lt. Moody made a copy of each civil
complaint for Metro’s counsel to produce in this action (Moody Dep.
51:24-52:17), a copy of the civil complaints was not produced to Plaintiffs
so Plaintiffs might questions Metro’s PMK witnesses regarding the civil
actions.

Lieutenant Moody did not review the Internal Affairs logs produced or
attempt to identify responsive IAB files for purposes of production.
{(Moody Dep. 78:14-79:8) Deputy Chief Flynn admitted that pertinent
investigation files could not be identified for production without a review
of the complaint to determine if the allegations were relevant. {(Flynn Dep.
66:16-67:7)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were unable to obtain material testimony binding
upon Metro regarding Metro’s investigations of alleged wrongful conduct
committed by any law enforcement officer or an immediate family member
of a law, which was needed to establish Plaintiffs’ theory that Metro has
an unspoken custom and practice of protecting one another from civil and
criminal liability and that such customs and policies were a moving force
behind the alleged constitutional violations and constitute deliberate
indifference to the rights of citizens subjected to those policies..
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APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and
practices of protecting Metro officers and/or their family members
involved in traffic and criminal incidents in deliberate indifference to the
rights of citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or
moving force of the alleged constitutional violations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim
that Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended
Complaint, were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional
violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of
citizens subjected to them.

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.

(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O, P and EE; 1
Req/Nos. 3 and 6; and 2" Req/Nos. 14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)
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Category L (February 2002 Notice of 30(b)(6) Depos): All notice of claims for
damages of alleged wrongful conduct committed by any named Metro defendant or an
immediate family member of a named Metro defendant and all notice of claims for
damages against any Metro officer during the five years preceding and five years
following the investigation of Erin DeLew’s death.

. Category M (February 2002 Notice of 30(b)(6) Depos): All civil lawsuits, actions, or
complaints of alleged wrongful conduct committed by any named Metro defendant or an
immediate family member of 2 named Metro defendant and all civil lawsuits, actions, or
complaints against any Metro officer during the five years preceding and five years
following the investigation of Erin DeLew’s death.

Q. So you would have to review the brief of complaint to see if
those allegations were made?

A. If you wanted me to look for every one of those, yes.

Q. - For example here, on Flynn Exhibit 2, page 27805, on
February 13, 1995, IAB number 950206, it states, CRS 510.2, Subsection
G-1, conduct unbecoming an employee.

A. Correct.

Q. That would be difficult to know --

A. It is an extremely broad charge. It’s based on a Civil Service
rule. There is about that many things you can do for conduct unbecoming.

Q. So you would have to look at the complaint?

A. To know what exactly it is. It could be music too loud at a
party that your neighbors are complaining about, all the way to a criminal
act. ’

Flynn Dep. 66:16-67:7

Q. What specifically have you done in preparation for this
deposition, though?
A. Other than reviewing the orders to produce documents,

nothing.
Q. Do you have those orders with you?
A. 1do not.

Q. Did you make any sort of checklist of things that the
department has produced?
A. No, [ did not.
Moody Dep. 6:18-7:1

Category M - 1
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Q. What's the process? What's the intake process for taking in and
documenting and logging these various Notice of Claims?

A. Which category are you referring to? Do you want me to just go
down the list?

Q. Sure.

A. Very formalized with -- number one, of course, when we receive a
civil complaint, we're operating under a deadline. We immediately create
a file. The hard file contains the complaint and a place for the
investigative specialist managing that case file to make some notes. The
first note is going to be that the complaint was forwarded to counsel for
the Police Department in order that an answer could be prepared and
response tendered within the deadline, within the time period. And that
case file now is entered into our STAR system, which is an automated
management system that we use to house that type of information.

Moody Dep. 40:8-41:1

Q. What information do your people put into the STAR system?

A. Depends on the type of complaint. Again, I am not an expert on
the STAR system. I do not do data entry. But information, the nature of
the complaint, the counsel for the department that will be handling the
complaint, the name of the employee involved as a Defendant, the name
of the Claimant, and reserve amounts, things like that, standardized
reserve amounts that are going to be set aside to address the complaint.

Moody Dep. 42:18-43:3

Q. Then you mentioned that the nature of the complaint is
categorized in the STAR system. How is that done?

A. Well, there are a number of different types of descriptions that
can be assigned to a case. [t's not terribly specific. But generally, we're
talking about a wrongful death, for example, or some other Constitutional
violation and it will go down as excessive force, wrongful death, false
arrest, you know, things of that nature, illegal search.

Moeody Dep. 48:17-49:1

Q. Inthe STAR system, if a claim has progressed to litigation to
a civil action, is that information then input?

A.  Yes, sir.

Q. What information is input relative to that?

A. Ibelieve you asked that question early on and it’s essentially
that the Claimant, claim gives some details of the complaint, the Claimant
information, the counsel representing the department.

Moody Dep. 50:6-14

Category M - 2
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Q. In each case file that has a Notice of Claim or a copy of the civil
action complaint, did you make a copy of, in connection with the De Lew
case, of the Notice of Claim or the civil action?

A. Yes. The initial complaint that was received?

Q. Yes.

A. Served on the department, yes.

Q. Did you make a copy of the Notice of Claim forrn"

A. Anything that was served formally on us, it would, relating to
that, would be in the file.

Q. Did you give that information to Metro's counsel?

A. Absolutely.

Q. Did you provide the Notice of Claims and the complaint for
actions that had been settled as well as those that were open during this
time period?

A. Yes. _

Q. Who determines the reserve amounts when these claims come in?

A. You know, the reserve list is a standardized list that, based on the
category or whatever most closely reflects the nature of the complaint.

- The employee just refers to that list and the reserve amount is entered
accordingly.

Q. Could you sort, from the STARS system, a list of those cases that
had progressed to court actions or do you know, as you sit here?

A. Ibelieve so.

Moody Dep. 51:24-53:3

Q. Did you produce any of the documents out of the claim file?

A. To my knowledge, we did not, other than the, perhaps the civil
claim number. That's all public information and it's as easily acquired by
the Plaintiffs in this case as it would be by us through the court.

Q. Did you prepare a privileged log of documents you were
withholding?

A. I'm not sure that we did or not.

Moody Dep. 70:22-71:6

Q. No, it’s a typewritten log. I could show you an example, but
let me ask my question and maybe we don’t need to. Do you know if
anyone from Metro or anyone from your side of the case took those logs
and asked to see the Internal Affairs Bureau file where the description of
the claim wasn’t necessarily clear enough to determine whether or not it
fell within the request?

A. Idon’t -- I'm not sure I understand the question completely.
But I don’t think I know whether, who, if anyone, looked at each
individual case file that was examined for purposes of production to you
in this case.

Category M - 3
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Q. Did you review any of the Internal Affairs logs that were
produced in this case?
A. No, I did not.
Q. Do you know who did at Metro?
- A. The logs that were produced were produced by Commander
Mike Alt and his staff in Internal Affairs directly to our attorneys.
Moody Dep. 78:14-79.8

Q. Looking at Exhibit Moody 2, you do know that the case files, for
example, for the civil rights claims listed on, in the 1995 report, which is
Bates labeled 28074 and 28075, that those case files have not been
produced?

MR. ANGULO: You're talking about Moody Exhibit 2?
MR. RASTELLO: Yes.
THE WITNESS: That any case files that still exist pertaining to
any of the Claimants named in that exhibit have been produced?
BY MR. RASTELLO:
Q. Yes.
A. To my knowledge, they have not been produced.

Moody Dep. 84:4-17

Category M - 4
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CATEGORY O

All accident review board records and accident review board reports
relating to the allegations of wrongful conduct committed by any named
Metro Defendant and all accident review board records and accident
review board reports relating to allegations against any Metro officer for
false reporting, perjury, fraudulent investigation, false arrest, concealment,
cover-up or conspiracy during the five years preceding and five years
following the investigation of Erin DeLew’s death.

METRO’S RULE 30(b)(6) AND COURT ORDER VIOLATIONS:

Metro’s PMK witness, Theodore Moody, admitted that he did not review
anything in preparation for this subject area. (Moody Dep. 6:18-7:1)
Licutenant Moody testified that the Accident Review Board reports were
not produced. (Leffler Aff. §11; Moody Dep. 59:22-60:1, 80:1-13; 83:15-
83:24, 96:18-97:)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were unable to obtain testimony binding upon
Metro regarding Metro’s Accident Review Board investigations, which
was needed to establish Plaintiffs’ theory that Metro has an unspoken
custom and practice of protecting one another from civil and criminal
liability and that such customs and policies were a moving force behind
the alleged constitutional violations and constitute deliberate indifference
to the rights of citizens subjected to those policies..

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and
practices of protecting Metro officers and/or their family members
involved in traffic and criminal incidents in deliberate indifference to the
rights of citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or
moving force of the alleged constitutional violations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim
that Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended
Complaint, were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional
violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of
citizens subjected to them.

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.

(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O, P and EE;
1°* Req/Nos. 3 and 6; and 2" Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)
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Category O (February 2002 Notice of 30(b)(6) Depos): All accident review board
records and accident review board reports relating to allegations of wrongful conduct
committed by any named Metro defendant or an immediate family member of a named
Metro defendant and all accident review board records and accident review board
reports relating to allegations against any Metro officer for false reporting, perjury,
fraudulent investigation, false arrest, concealment, cover-up or conspiracy during the
five years preceding and five years following the investigation of Erin DeLew’s death.

Q. What specifically have you done in preparation for this
deposition, though?
A. Other than reviewing the orders to produce documents,

nothing.
Q. Do you have those orders with you?
A. Ido not.

Q. Did you make any sort of checklist of things that the
department has produced?
A. No, Idid not.
Moody Dep. 6:18-7:1

Q. But, as far as you know, no Accident Review Board records were
made by your peoplie to be produced to Plaintiffs?
A. Correct, other than printouts I've already referred to.

Moody Dep. 59:22-60:1

Q. Lieutenant Moody, looking at Moody Exhibit 1, which is the
ARB listing for 1993, other than similar listings for other years during the
relevant time period, Metro hasn’t produced the Accident Review Board
records themselves to Plaintiffs; is that true?

A. Tdon’t know. Individual files may have been produced at the
request of Plaintiffs via our own counsel. If they were, my staff would
have produced them.

Q. So you don’t know, as you sit here?

A. Idon’t know which, if any, of those individual files would
have been produced in their entirety if they still exist.

Moody Dep. 80:1-13

Q. Do you know whether or not the Accident Reports and the
investigative reports that were associated with those accidents have been
produced to the Plaintiffs?

A.  Whether the Accident Reports associated with these event
numbers -- no, I don’t know.

Q. Youdon’t know if they’ve been produced?

A.  I'm not sure if the reports themselves have been pulled and
turned over to you. No, I'm not sure they haven’t or have been.

Moody Dep. 83:15-24

Category O - 1
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Q. For example, we know that the investigative files underlying the
Notice of Claim case files have not been produced.

A. We would have to go back case-by-case, see which ones, see
which files still exist and then answer that question case-by-case.

Q. But as of today, that hasn't been done?

A. Right. _—

Q. The same is true of the Accident Review Board records?

A. Right. We would have relied on our counsel to necessarily to
identify specific files that would have needed to be produced as
background information and as comprehensive lists and logs that we've

"produced for you in this case.

Moody Dep. 96:18-97.7

Category O - 2
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CATEGORY P:

All documents relating to Metro’s Risk Management Office or Unit that
mention allegations of wrongful conduct committed by any named Metro
defendant or an immediate family member of a named Metro defendant
and all documents relating to Metro’s Risk Management Office or Unit
that mention allegations against any Metro officer during the five years
preceding and five years following the investigation of Erin DeLew’s
death.

METRO’S RULE 30(b)(6) AND COURT ORDER VIOLATIONS:

The Metro Defendants did not produce any documents from the Risk
Manager’s office as requested by Plaintiffs and ordered by the Court in its
July 15, 2002 Order. (Leffler Aff. §12) (See Ex. 218, Metro Defendants’
Sixth Supplemental Response to Second Requests served Aug. 9, 2002)
Not a single claim file or investigative file from the Risk Manager’s Office
was produced, nor was a privilege log of withheld documents produced.
(Moody Dep. 70:22-71:6, 84:4-17, 96:18-23).

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and
practices of protecting Metro officers and/or their family members
involved in traffic and criminal incidents in deliberate indifference to the
rights of citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or
moving force of the alleged constitutional violations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim
that Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended
Complaint, were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional
violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of
citizens subjected to them.

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.

(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O, P and EE; 1*
Req/Nos. 3 and 6; and 2™ Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)
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Category P (February 2002 Notice of 30(b)(6) Depos): All documents relating to
Metro’s Risk Management Office or Unit that mention allegations of wrongful conduct
committed by any named Metro defendant or an immediate family member of a named
Metro defendant and all documents relating to Metro’s Risk Management Office or Unit
that mention allegations against any Metro officer during the five years preceding and
five years following the investigation of Erin DelLew’s death.

Q. - What specifically have you done in preparation for this
deposition, though?
A. Other than reviewing the orders to produce documents,

nothing.
Q. Do you have those orders with you?
A. TIdonot.

Q. Did you make any sort of checklist of things that the
department has produced?
A. No, I did not.
Moody Dep. 6:18-7:1

Q. Did you produce any of the documents out of the ¢laim file?

A. To my knowledge, we did not, other than the, perhaps the civil
claim number. That's all public information and it's as easily acquired by
the Plaintiffs in this case as it would be by us through the court.

Q. Did you prepare a privileged log of documents you were
withholding? :

A. T'm not sure that we did or not.

Moody Dep. 70:22-71:6

Q. Looking at Exhibit Moody 2, you do know that the case files, for
example, for the civil rights claims listed on, in the 1995 report, which is
Bates labeled 28074 and 28075, that those case files have not been
produced?

MR. ANGULO: You're talking about Moody Exhibit 2?
MR. RASTELLO: Yes.
THE WITNESS: That any case files that still exist pertaining to
any of the Claimants named in that exhibit have been produced?
BY MR. RASTELLO:
Q. Yes.
A. To my knowledge, they have not been produced.

Moody Dep. 84:4-17

Category P - 1



Q. For example, we know that the investigative files underlying the
Notice of Claim case files have not been produced.

A’ We would have to go back case-by-case, see which ones, see
which files still exist and then answer that question case-by-case.

Q. But as of today, that hasn't been done?

A. Right.

Moody Dep. 96:18-25

Category P - 2
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CATEGORY Q:

Management audits relating to the evaluation or assessment, whether
internal or external of Metro’s investigation of police misconduct from
1990 to the present.

METRO’S RULE 30{b){6) AND COURT ORDER VIOLATIONS:

Metro’s PMK witness on Category Q, Deputy Chief Raymond Flynn, only
reviewed two of the 12 Annual Bureau Inspections for Internal Affairs in
preparation for his deposition. Flynn did not review the policy manual and
therefore could not testify as to the frequency of for periodic audits or
inspections of Internal Affairs. (Flynn Dep. 25:24-26:15, 31:15-18, 69:1-
16) Flynn did not review the annual Quality Assurance audits. (Flynn
Dep. 38:7-38:9) In preparation for his deposition, Flynn did not review the
CALEA or accreditation portion of the annual inspection report of Internal
Affairs from the 1990s. (Flynn Dep. 46:18-47:5; 62:13-63:9)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were unable to obtain material testimony binding
upon Metro regarding any audits or evaluation of Metro’s investigation of
police misconduct, which was needed to establish Plaintiffs’ theory that
Metro has a customs and practices of protecting one another from civil and
criminal liability and that such customs and policies were a moving force
behind the alleged constitutional violations and constitute deliberate
indifference to the rights of citizens subjected to those policies..

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and
practices of protecting Metro officers and/or their family members
involved in traffic and criminal incidents in deliberate indifference to the
rights of citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or
moving force of the alleged constitutional violations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim
that Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended
Complaint, were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional
violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of
citizens subjected to them.

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.

(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O, P and EE; 1™
Req/Nos. 3 and 6; and 2™ Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)
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Category Q (February 2002 Notice of 30(b)(6) Depos): Management audits relating
to the evaluation or assessment, whether internal or external, of Metro’s investigation
of police misconduct from 1990 to the present.

Q. Were you able to review the Annual Bureau Inspections for
Internal Affairs from 1990 to the present?

A. Iknow I looked at two of them.

Q. Okay. But there would have been maybe 10 or 117

A. If they did what they were supposed to do, there would have
been one done every year.

Q. Did you make an inquiry as to whether or not one was done
each year?

A. No, sir.

Q. Do you have a belief as to whether or not one was done each
year?

A. 1 would believe that the Annual Bureau Inspection done by the
Bureau Commander wouid have been done every year, especially coming
from Internal Affairs.

Flynn Dep. 25:24-26:15

Q. But other than those three documents, did you go back and
review any of the other annual Internal Affairs Annual Bureau Inspection
reports?

A. Not in preparation for today

Fiynn Dep. 31:15-18

Q. In preparation of today’s deposition, those annual inspections
reports were not given to you?
A. Correct.
Fiynn Dep. 38:7-38:9

(2. Do they look at the Internal Affairs Bureau?

A.  Yes, I know they have.

Q. How do you know that?

A. Internal investigations is an important part of the accreditation
process. It leads towards the credibility of an organization.

Q. Do you recall generally what the recommendations were in the
last --

- A.  No, sir, I would have to refer back to the executive summary.
Q. In preparation for today’s deposition, you didn’t do that?
A.  Tdidn’t know it would come up.
Flynn Dep.46:18-47:5

Category Q - 1
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Q. Okay. There was no Quality Assurance Bureau report
produced between 1992 and the October 2000 broader one?

"A.  ldon’t know.

Q. Do youknow if they exist?.

- A. Tdon’tknow. Icould call QAB and get you an answer, but
they would be the only ones that could tell you.

Q. So these three documents were provided to you by Metro’s
counsel?

A. The ones that I reviewed, yes, sir.

Q. But in addition to these reports, there are also the annual
inspection reports done by the Internal Affairs Bureau Commander each
year?

A. Yes. This report here easily would be more objective because
it’s being done by an outside unit.

Q. In preparation for today’s deposition, you didn’t have the
opportunity to review the CALEA or accreditation portion of the report
dealing with Internal Affairs during the 1990s?

A. [1didn’t expect it to come up, $0 the answer is no.

Flynn Dep. 62:13-63:9 |

Q. Deputy Chief, how often do you believe that these Quality
Assurance, QAB, or Professional Standards audits were done of Internal
Affairs? How frequently?

A. Idon’t know.

MR. ANGULO: Objection. Asked and answered.
BY MR. RASTELLO:

Q. Let’s see -- Category Q, which you were designated as the
person most knowledgeable states that, “Management audits relating to
the evaluation or assessment, whether internal or external, of Metro’s
investigation of police misconduct from 1990 to the present.” Well, |
guess it’s rhetorical. You just don’t know how frequently the QAB audits
were done of Internal Affairs during the 1990s?

A. Correct.

Flynn Dep. 69:1-16

Category Q - 2
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Categories T and U:

T. The radio channel and other contact with Metro officers on September
27, 1994, including the tape or log of all such contact and including, but
not limited to, the interpretation of the LVMPD Communication Center
Event Search (attached as Exhibit A).

U. The LVMPD Audio Tape of the September 27, 1994 dispatch.
METRO’S RULE 30(b){6) AND COURT ORDER VIOLATIONS:

Metro’s PMK witness on Categories T and U, Sharon Counterman,
Operations Director for Metro Communications Bureau, could not answer
whether the original or backup copy of the magnetic tape recordings made
on the evening of Erin DeLew’s death still exists or what even happened to
the tapes. (Counterman Dep. 173:13 - 174:9) Ms. Counterman did not
inspect the vaults where the tapes are kept to determine whether it still
exists. Ms. Counterman did not make any inquiries regarding the
whereabouts of any inventory, list or log books of preserved tapes.
(Counterman Dep. 65:14-17, 66:11-13, 70:18-22, 77:19-78:13, 79:18-80:1,
91:15-91:18)

Ms. Counterman could not testify regarding who made the incomplete
cassette audio tape produced in the case relating to the Erin DeLew
fatality, how the tape was made, or when the tape was made. Ms.
Counterman did not even make the most basic inquiries to discover this
information prior to her deposition. (Counterman Dep. 71:13-23, 87:18-
88:4, 160:15-20, 161:5-15, 166:8-14, 172:21-25, 173:2-12)

Ms. Counterman also could not answer any questions regarding Metro’s
pager system and whether or not the MDT text messages were stored
electronically anywhere. (Counterman Dep. 42:8-13, 47:2-47:6, 48:13-16).

Ms. Counterman could not identify the crime scene supervisor or traffic
sergeant dispatched to the Erin DeLew fatality from the Incident Recall
documents. Nor could Ms. Counterman identify which Metro officers
drove Janet Wagner home during the investigation. (Counterman Dep.

111:11-14, 114:20-23, 133:21-25, 141:2-9, 146:19-24, 206:22-207:3)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were unable to obtain material testimony binding
upon Metro regarding the communications made on the evening of Erin
DeLew’s death, which were needed to establish Metro’s knowledge of Mrs.
Wagner’s intoxication, the purposeful delay in investigating and calling
NHP, the facts surrounding escorting Mrs. Wagner to her home during the
middle of the investigation (including the escorting officers’ identities),
the favorable treatment accorded Mrs. Wagner, and the early knowledge of
high level Metro supervisors, including some of the Metro Defendants,
regarding the felony DUI/vehicular homicide of Erin DeLew.
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APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery request was calculated to establish Metro’s
knowledge of Janet Wagner’s intoxication, the purposeful delay in
investigating and calling NHP, the facts surrounding escorting Mrs.
Wagner to her home during the middle of the investigation (including the
escorting officers’ identities), and the favorable treatment accorded Mrs.
Wagner, and given the destruction of this evidence after it was
subpoenaed in the state wrongful death case:

Deem it established that Metro officers knew of Janet Wagner’s
intoxication, purposefully delayed investigating the fatality and calling
NHP, escorted Janet Wagner to and from the scene to her home during the
investigation, and accorded her special treatment and/or preclude Metro
from introducing at trial evidence opposing Plaintiffs’ assertion of the
above-stated facts.

(Sanction Requests for PMK categories T, U, CC and 1* Req/No. 1 are
virtually identical.)
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Category T (February 2002 Notice of 30(b)(6) Depos): The radio channel and other
contact with Metro officers on September 27, 1994, including the tape or log of all such
contact and including, but not limited to, the interpretation of the LVMPD
Communication Center Event Search (attached as Exhibit A).

Category U (February 2002 Notice of 30(b)(6) Depos): The LVMPD Audio Tape of
the September 27, 1994 dispatch.

Q. Do you know if any record of that communication is made at
all, even the fact that a communicaticn was made?
A. Again, you'll have to ask I.T. I don’t know.
Q. You just don’t know the answer to that?
A. No.
Counterman Dep. 42:8-13

Q. Who would know whether or not those text messages that was
sent using our pager system were electronically stored?
A.° At the present time, I don’t know who would know.
Counterman Dep 47:2-6

Q. As you sit here today, you don’t know whether or not the text
messages that were sent using Metro’s pager system were electronically
stored anywhere?

A. No, I do not know,

Counterman Dep. 48:13-16

Q. When a tape was returned from the hold cabinet or released
from the hold cabinet, would a notation be made in the log?

A, Yes.

Q. Was an electronic recording made of that log at ali?

A. No.

Q. How about a microfilm?

A. No.

Q. How about any sort of copy?

A. No.

Q. Was it a bound logbook?

A. It was justin a binder and that’s all it was, was just a clip

binder. That was it.
Q. A clip binder.
A. Tdon’trememberin "94 if it was a -- I'm thinking what
they’re called.
MR. ANGULO: You mean a three-ring binder?
THE WITNESS: -- three-ring binder, or if it was JUSt a binder
with a top and a bottom that had the little silver clips in it.
BY MR. RASTELLO:

Categories Tand U - 1
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Q. Were you ever asked to look for a copy of that log as it
pertains to this case? _
A. Not that I recall.
Counterman Dep. 65:14-66:13

Q. Was there more than one Research Assistant who listened to
tapes in 1994?
A. Not to my knowledge. There was only one.
Q. What was his or her name?
A. Idon’trecall who it was in '94. I’m sorry.
Counterman Dep. 70:18-22

Q. But there was only one Research Assistant?

A, Yes.

Q. He or she probably worked the day shift?

A. More than likely, yes, because that’s when all the offices were
open.

Q. So you would not know the name of the Research Assistant

“who generated the tape that has been produced in this case relating to the
Erin Delew fatality?
A. No, [ didn’t bother to go and look. I don’t have it.
Counterman Dep. 71:13-23

Q. What happened to these logs that were maintained of tapes
placed on hold? Where are they stored now?

A. [Idon’t believe we have any. You know, I didn’t go looking
through anything. I don’t believe we have any current logs. Tapes that
are held now are old tapes from cold cases and [ would have to talk to the
Research Assistant and see if she has anything, any type of log.

Q. So vou still have some magnetic tapes that are on hoid from
periods prior to August of 20007?

A, Yes.
Q. Aretheyin a cabinet?
A. Yes.

Q. Is there a log that is related to those tapes?

A. Ibelieve -- this is what I believe, T haven’t looked -- probably
each tape would have a case number put on the tront {sic] of it on a piece
of paper. Idon’t know if there is a log any longer.

Counterman Dep. 77:19-78:13

Q. [If these logs still existed, where likely would they be stored at
Metro?
MR. ANGULO: Objection. Calls for speculation.
THE WITNESS: The speculation would be the storage room
where the tapes are.

Categories Tand U - 2
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BY MR. RASTELLO:
Q. You haven’t checked? .
A. T1have not personally gone and looked, no.
Counterman Dep.79:18-80:1

Do you know who prepared the cassette tape in this case?

I would have to see vour cassette tape. I don’t know.

Do you know when it was prepared?

No.

But you’ve listened to 1t?

I’ve listened to a copy Peter gave me. I have listened to that,

yes.

Do you know who prepared that tape?

. No, because my copy didn’t have a label on it. So I would
have to see the copy.

Counterman Dep.87:18-88:4

>0 POPOPO

Q. Is there an inventory or list of the tapes that are currently on
hold? : '
A. Idon’t know if there is a list. I would have to go and look.
Counterman Dep. 91:15-18

Q. Finally, going back to Exhibit 1, there is a handwritten note at
the entry at 19:23 that says, “no air traffic.” Do you know what that
might mean?

A. No, I don’t even know who wrote that.

Counterman Dep. 111:11-14

Q. So you don’t know who the crime scene supervisor who was
dispatched to this Erin DeLew fatality?
A. No.
Counterman Dep. 114:20-23

Q. Okay. Who was the crime scene supervisor who arrived at the
scene at 7:38 p.m.?
A. It doesn’t show on any of these printouts here. You'll have to
have a different format to show a P number.
Counterman Dep. 133:21-25

Q. ... First of all, what does “523T” stand for?
A. That’s a Traffic Sergeant.
Q. Which Traffic Sergeant is this?

Categories Tand U - 3
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A. Let’s see if I have it in the notes I brought with me. I don’t
have it in my notes, but you would have it in probably some of the other
~ paper printouts you have.
Counterman Dep. 141:2-9

Q. Do you see anything in this Incident Recall that would
indicate that Metro officers drove Officer Wagner’s wife to her residence?
MR. ANGULO: Objection. Asked and answered twice
already. ~

THE WITNESS: No.
Counterman Dep. 146:19-24

Q. You’re the Communications Director of Metro?
A. That’s correct.
Q. Correct. And you could not find a copy of any tape that was
made in this case in the records at the Communications Bureau at Metro?
A. That’s correct.
Counterman Dep. 160:15-20

Q. Do you know when that tape was made?
A. No.
MR. ANGULO: Objection. Asked and answered.
BY MR. RASTELLO:
Q. Do you know how that tape was made?
A. The way we make all tapes -- off of the original recording, the
magnetic tape.
Counterman Dep. 161:5-15

Q. Did you contact any of these individuals in the last couple
weeks regarding this case?
A. No.
Q. The Research Assistants, there is only one Research Assistant
at any one time in the Communications Bureau; is that correct?
A. There was, yes. '
Counterman Dep. 166:8-14

Q. That’s not my question. My question is: Do you know for a
fact what documents, if any, the Research Assistant who made the tape in
this case used?

MR. ANGULQ: Objection. Asked and answered.
THE WITNESS: No.
Counterman Dep. 172:21-25

Categories Tand U - 4
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Q. Okay. Do you know approximately -- I think I asked you
this -- you don’t know approximately when this cassette tape was made?
MR. ANGULO: Objection. Asked and answered.
THE WITNESS: No.
. BY MR. RASTELLO:
: Q. You weren’t able to locate any file at Metro that would
indicate who made the tape, when it was made, what reports they had
available to them to help them make the tape?
A. No.
Counterman Dep. 173:2-12

Q. What happened to the two magnetic tapes, the primary and
backup tapes, for September 27, 1994?
I have no knowledge of what happened to them back then.
Did you make any inquiries?
I looked to see if we had anything. We didn’t have anythmg.,
Where did you look?
In our storage room where we’ve got our coples of stuff.
Did you look in the hold vauit?
No. And that’s something that [ haven’t done. I looked for
our copy because I thought we were making cassette copies back then.

Q. So, as you sit here today, you have not looked into the cabinet
where the magnetic tapes are put on hold to see if either the primary or
backup magnetic tape of September 27, 1994, still exists?

A. No. We wouldn’t have a backup. If we had anything, it
would be a primary if it even exists. No, and I did not ask -- we didn’t go
through all that. I was just looking for this copy for this deposition.

Counterman Dep. 173:13-174:9

>o»Oo >0

Q. Do you know whether Officer Rooney or Sergeant Ojeda
drove Janet Wagner home that evening?

A. No.

Q. Did you make any inquiries of them?
A. No.

Q. Or of any of these officers regarding --
A. No.

Counterman Dep. 206:22-207:3

Categories Tand U - 5



o/

RECORDS



| - N’
Category CC:

All cellular telephone records from September 27, 1994 to September 30,
1994 for all named Metro Defendants and all Metro personnel involved in
any aspect of the DeLew fatal traffic collision investigation.

METRO’S RULE 30(b}(6) AND COURT ORDER VIOLATIONS:

Deputy Chief Richard McKee, Metro’s PMK witness for Category CC, was
unprepared to answer questions regarding the cellular telephone calls made
by Defendants on the evening of September 27, 1994 including answers to
the most basic questions regarding the identity of numbers and names on
the cellular bills. He did not bother to make the most basic inquiries to
discover the information. {(McKee Dep. 46:15-22, 47:10-24, 48:20-49:14,
50:2-9, 51:1-25, 53:10-54:7, 55:24-57:3, 62:10-23)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were unable to obtain material testimony binding
upon Metro regarding the communications made on the evening of Erin
DeLew’s death, which were needed to establish Metro’s knowledge of
Mrs. Wagner’s intoxication, the purposeful delay in investigating and
calling NHP, the facts surrounding escorting Mrs. Wagner to her home
during the middle of the investigation (including the officers’ identities),
the favorable treatment accorded Mrs. Wagner, and the knowledge of high
level Metro supervisors regarding the fatal incident.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery request was calculated to establish Metro’s
knowledge of Janet Wagner’s intoxication, the purposeful delay in
investigating and calling NHP, the facts surrounding escorting Mrs.
Wagner to her home during the middle of the investigation (including the
escorting officers’ identities), and the favorable treatment accorded Mrs.
Wagner:

Deem it established that Metro officers knew of Janet Wagner’s
intoxication, purposefully delayed investigating the fatality and calling
NHP, escorted Janet Wagner to and from the scene to her home during the
investigation, and accorded her special treatment and/or preclude Metro
from introducing at trial evidence opposing Plaintiffs’ assertion of the
above-stated facts.

(Sanction Requests for PMK categories T, U, CC and 1°' Req/No. 1 are
virtually identical.)



‘\-’ ! ‘&-/

Category CC (February 2002 Notice of 30(b)(6) Depos): All cellular telephone
records from September 27, 1994 to September 30, 1994 for all named Metro
Defendants and all Metro personnel involved in any aspect of the DeLew fatal traffic
collision investigation.

Q. Let me hand you what’s been marked as McKee Exhibit 1 and
ask you if you can identify it, please.
MR. ANGULO: That’s for you. Go ahead and look.
A. It’s a cellular telephone bill. I mean, there’s a couple here.
It’s three cellular telephone bills and a telephone list.
McKee Dep. 46:15-22

Okay. And on the first page there’s a note to Bob from
Kathie.
Uh-huh.
Who is Bob? Do you know who Bob is?
No, I-don’t know. '
Okay. And do you know who Kathie is?
No, I do not.
And there’s a reference to three telephone numbers. Do you
know whose numbers those are?
A. No, I do not.
McKee Dep. 47:10-24

ororor’ o

A. Well as you said, it appears to be a cellular telephone bill
from Sprint Celluiar,
Okay. And there’s an account number of LV09297,
Uh-huh.
Do you know what that stands for?
No, I do not.
Okay. And it says “CHARGES FOR MOBILE 702-275-
43457 Do you know what that refers to?

A.  Well ] would assume it’s saying that this bill is for that
cellular telephone.

Q. And do you know whose cellular telephone that is?

A. No, sir.

Q. Okay. Do you know how it came to be that your counse[ came
into possession of this Exhibit 17

O?’to?’to

A. No, sir.
Q. O©Okay. So you don’t know its origin, I take it?
A. No, sir.

McKee Dep. 48:20-49:14

Category CC - 1
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Q. Okay. All right. Incidentally, did you attempt to contact
Sprint Cellular and ask them if they might have any microfiche or
electronic data records of this bill?
A. No, I did not. T know, as an example, that this was called 360
Cellular at that time and they’re not even in business anymore. Sprint
sold them. :
McKee Dep. 50:2-9

Q. Okay. Did you call Verizon and ask them if they had any
electronic data of these mobile cell phone calls made in September of
19947

A. No, sir.

Q. Okay. Do you know whose handwriting that is on page three
of five of McKee Exhibit 1 where it states “Bill Johnson™?

A. No, sir.

Q. Okay. Did you attempt to determine whose handwriting that
is? '

A. No, sir.

- Q. Okay. Allright. And then down below on page three there
calls 8 through 16 are listed. Do you see that?

A.  Uh-huh. Yes, sir.

Q. It’s impossible to tell -- from this page three, it’s impossible
to tell what calls Bill Johnson may have made before 7:30 p.m. -- 7:34
p-m. on September 27th, 1994. Would you agree with that?

A. Yes, : '

Q. Okay. And it’s not possible to tell what telephone calls Bill
Johnson may have made after 11:03 p.m. on September 27th, 1994.
Would you agree with that?

A.  Well from this piece of paper, yes.

McKee Dep. 51:1-25

Q. Okay. Did you make any inquiry to find out if there were
seven calls that were redacted?

A. No, sir.

Q. Okay. Similarly, did you make any inquiries to determine
whether or not there were any calls after call number 16?

A. No, sir.

Q. Okay. Do you know whether or not Bill Johnson was assigned
the cell phone number 702-379-9392?

A. No, sir.

Q. Do you recognize, do you know any of the telephone calls that
were made or received from numbers 8 through 16 on page three of
McKee Exhibit 1?

A. The only thing I would be able to say, that the 229, the very
first number, 3810, that’s dispatch.

Category CC - 2
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Okay.

But other than that, I have no idea.

Okay. Did you make any inquiry of Bill Johnson to ask him?
No.

McKee Dep. 53 10-54:7

3P0 P 0

Q. Allright. On page four of McKee Exhibit 1, do you know
whether or not Rick Hart was assigned the telephone number 702-373-
05757

A. No, I do not.

Q. Do you know whose handwriting that is that indicates “Rick
Hart”?

A. No, [ do not.

Q. And 1 take it your questions would be the same, that you don’t
know the origin of this particular document and/or who may have made
any markings or redactions on this document; is that fair?

A. Yes, sir, it 1s.

Q. In other words, you don’t know? I’'m sorry, just to make it --

A. Yeah, I do not know.

Q. Okay. So for example, we cannot tell whether or not Rick
Hart made any telephone calls on his cell phone after 11:03 p.m. on
September 27th; is that true?

A. Correct.

Q. Okay.

A. By this sheet of paper, no.

Q. Okay. Okay. Let’s go to page five of McKee Exhibit 1. Do
you have an understanding as to what page five purports to be?

A.  Oanly that it’s labeled “TELEPHONE LIST.”

Q. Okay. And do you know the origin of this document?

A. No, Ido not.

McKee Dep. 55:24-57:3

Q. Okay. Now it appears that Lieutenant Thornton had a cell
phone based upon page five of McKee Exhibit 1. Would you agree with
that?

A. Yes.

Q. Okay. And someone has handwritten a date up in the left-
hand corner 9/27/94. Do you know who wrote that?

A. No, I do not.

Q. Okay. Would that indicate that this was the telephone list as
of September 27, 19947

A. Thave no knowledge.

Q. Okay. Do you know who generated this telephone list?

A. No, Ido not.

McKee Dep. 62:10-23

Category CC - 3
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KELLER’S HOME



Catepory EE:

All 911 calls placed from Jerry Keller’s home from 1990 to the present and
any subsequent handling of the records or documents concerning the calls.

METRO’S RULE 30{b)(6) AND COURT ORDER VIOLATIONS:

Metro’s PMK witness for Category EE, Richard McKee, did not know
whether any reports were prepared relating to this 911 call from Sheriff
Keller’s home (even though Sheriff Keller testified that he has prepared a
report) and did not do a search in the records section to see if any reports
existed. (Rastello Aff. J14; McKee Dep. 131:7-9, 134:19-137:2) McKee
was instructed not to answer any questions on the briefing at Metro
regarding the 911call from Sheriff Keller’s house. (Rastello Aff. §14;
McKee Dep. 100:25-102:18) McKee did not inquire of any of the people
who were responsible for handling the evidence to see if any shell casings
or bullets were preserved. (McKee Dep. 105:19-106:1) McKee made no
effort to check to see if any evidence was booked relating to the event.
McKee did not inquire regarding the identity of the persons responding to
the 911 call from Sheriff Keller’s residence, and he made no inquiry of the
dispatcher who took the 911 call from Sheriff Keller’s residence.
(Rastello Aff. §14; McKee Dep. 105:19-106:1, 115:12-15, 117:11-18,
125:6-13, 131:7-9, 135:4-11, 136:8-10, 136:16-18, 136:24-137:2)

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and
practices of protecting Metro officers and/or their family members
involved in traffic and criminal incidents in deliberate indifference to the
rights of citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or
moving force of the alleged constitutional violations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim
that Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended
Complaint, were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional
violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of
citizens subjected to them.

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.

(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O, P and EE; 1*
Req/Nos. 3 and 6; and 2™ Req/Nos. 14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical)

3026263_1.DOC
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Category EE (February 2002 Notice of 30(b)(6) Depos): All 911 calls placed from
Jerry Keller’s home from 1990 to the present and any subsequent handling of the
records or documents concerning the calls.

Prior to being asked to prepare Exhibit 6, had you heard about --
This call?

Yeah, this call.

Yes.

Okay. How had you heard that?

From Sheriff Keller.

Okay. When?

Probably -- well he wasn't sheriff at the time. He was the deputy
chlef of human resources or whatever it was called then, administrative
services. I'm sorry. He.was. This was when he was sheriff. Probably
from early-morning briefing. We brief with the sheriff every day.

Q. Okay. And what do you recall about that briefing?

MR. ANGULO: I'm going to instruct him not to answer that
question. As you recall, when the sheriff's deposition was taken, it was
done with a court order about what could be discussed about the 911 call,
and while we allowed you to discuss the details of it, that was done in a
sealed section. I think the same concerns apply here.

MR. RASTELLO: Okay. So are you going to instruct him not to
answer?

MR. ANGULO: I'm going to instruct him not to answer that
question.

MR. RASTELLO: Okay.

BY MR. RASTELLO: ,

Q. I'm going to ask you a series of questions about that, and I
suspect Metro's counsel will instruct you not to answer. I'm not asking
them to be difficult. I'm asking them --

A. Tunderstand.

Q. --to make a record.

A. T understand.

MR. RASTELLO: Okay. What was my last question?

{Record read by the court reporter.)

BY MR. RASTELLO:

Q. Are you going to follow Metro's counsel's instruction not to
answer?

A. Absolately.

McKee Dep. 100:25-102:18

POPOPOPO

Category EE - 1
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Q. Okay. Did you inquire as to whether or not Sheriff Keller
recovered any bullets?

A. DidI?

Q. Yes. :

A. No, sir. : ‘

Q. Do you know whether or not he recovered any bullets?
A. No, sir.

McKee Dep. 105:19-106:1

_ Q. ...So as you sit here today, you don’t know the identities of
the persons responding to this 911 call from Sheriff Keller’s residence?
A. No, sir, 1 do not.
McKee Dep. 115:12-15

Q. Okay. Does this report indicate the identity of the dispatcher
taking the call from Charlotte Keller? '

A. No., it does not.

Q. Okay. Does it indicate --

A. Well, ’m trying to -- you know, I shouldn’t say that. These --
4258, 4258 could very well be who is taking the calls.

Q. You just don’t know?

Q. And as you sit here today, you don’t know the identity of

those --

A. No.

Q. -- of those dispatchers or the persons taking the call from
Charlotte Keller?

A. Correct.

Q. Okay. Did you make any inquiry?
A. Nope. No, sir.
McKee Dep. 117:11-18

Q. Okay. And again, we don’t know the identities?

A. Well we do by P number of the primary unit, and we could
very easily say, “Who was in 1 Robert 1 on March 16th of 1997 at 4:30 in
the morning?”

Q. But you don’t know that today?

A. No, I do not.

McKee Dep. 125:6-13

Did you do a search of this event number to see if there were any
documents related to 1t?
A. No. Idid not. 1was not asked to.
McKee Dep. 131:7-9

Category EE - 2
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Q. [Ijust want to confirm that you don’t know whether or not any
reports were prepared relating to this 911 call from Sheriff Keller’s home.

A. No, sir. What the CAD printout would indicate is by clearing
it with H, Henry, there are other dispositions, as you can see, if reports are
generated that it would have been cleared with, but from the CAD printout
I would say, to my knowledge, there were no reports generated

Q. Okay But you didn’t do a search of that event in the records
section?

A. No, I did not.

Q. Okay. And did you do -- did you make an inquiry of any of
the people who are responsible for handling the evidence to see if any
shell casings or bullets were preserved? ‘

A. No, Idid not.

Q. Okay. Did you speak with -- is it Sheriff Good or Deputy
Sheriff Good or Edwin --

MR. ANGULO: Do you mean Undersheriff Winget? Who are
you asking about?

MR. RASTELLO Well let me ask. He already toid me.
BY MR. RASTELLO:
You didn’t speak with Deputy Sheriff Winget regardmg --
Undersheriff Winget, no, 1 did not.
The deputy sheriff responsible for that area --
Which area?
Where Sheriff Keller’s home is located.
The area captain?
The area captain, yeah.
No, T did not.
Okay.
As you recall, I couldn’t remember who the captain of that
area command is.

Q. That’s right. I had it right here. Did you ask Sheriff Keller if
he prepared any reports?

No, I did not.
Deputy Chief Karl Edwards, did you speak with him?
It’s Kyle.
Kyle Edwards?
Kyle Edwards, and no, he’s retired.
Okay. Did you check to see if any evidence was booked
relating to this event?
A. I@did not.
MR. ANGULO: Objection, asked and answered.
BY MR. RASTELLO:
Q. Okay. Do you know Richard Good?
A. 1--1know him. He’s retired.
Q. Okay. Did you check with the -- is it Criminalistics Bureau to
see if they had any evidence relating to this event?
A. No, I did not.
McKee Dep. 134:19-137:2

FROPOPOP0PLO!
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1sT REQUEST No. 1:

All documents relating to ... Defendants’ actions (or lack of action) pertaining
to the investigation or circumstances surrounding the death of Erin DeLew.

METRO DEFENDANTS’ VIOLATIONS OF COURT’S ORDER:

Metro never produced either the original or back-up copy of the Sept. 27, 1994
magnetic tape recordings of the radio and telephone channels. (Leffler Aff. §3)
In fact, Metro’s Rule 30(b)(6) witness did not even inspect the vault containing
the tapes to see if they still existed. (Counterman Dep. 77:19-78:2, 79:18-80:1,
173:13-174:9.)

Plaintiffs subpoenaed these tapes cn November 10, 1994 in the state wrongful
death suit, DeLew v. Wagner, when the original magnetic tape and back-up
magnetic tape were still in existence. (Leffler Aff. §3) Metro produced a
cassette tape containing some self-selected communications made on September
27,1994, (Leffler Aff. 3) None of the communications contained on the
cassette tape indicate the time the communication was made or the channel
from which such communication was made. (Leffler Aff. §3)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were deprived material evidence regarding the
communications made on the evening of Erin DeLew’s death, which were needed
to establish the Metro Defendants’ knowledge of Mrs. Wagner’s intoxication, the
purposeful delay in investigating and calling NHP, the facts surrounding
escorting Mrs. Wagner to her home during the middle of the investigation
(including the escorting officers’ identities), the favorable treatment accorded
Mrs. Wagner, and the early knowledge of high level Metro supervisors, including
some of the Metro Defendants, regarding the felony DUI/vehicular homicide of
Erin DelLew.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because discovery of the tape recorded communications was calculated to
establish Metro’s knowledge of Janet Wagner’s intoxication, the purposeful
delay in investigating and calling NHP, the facts surrounding escorting Mrs.
Wagner to her home during the middle of the investigation (including the
escorting officers’ identities), and the favorable treatment accorded Mrs.
Wagner, and given the destruction of this evidence after it was subpoenaed in
the state wrongful death case:

Deem it established that the Metro Defendants knew of Janet Wagner’s
intoxication, purposefully delayed investigating the fatality and calling NHP,
escorted Janet Wagner to and from the scene to her home during the
investigation, and accorded her special treatment and/or preclude the Metro
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Defendants from introducing at trial evidence opposing Plaintiffs’ assertion
of the above-stated facts.

(Sanction Requests for PMK categories T, U, CC and 1* ReQ/No. 1 are virtually
identical.)
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1ST REQUEST No. 1: All documents relating to any critique, review, examination, or
investigation of Defendants’ actions (or lack of action) pertaining to the investigation
or circumstances surrounding the death of Erin DeLew.

Q. What happened to these logs that were maintained of tapes placed
on hold? Where are they stored now?

A. Idon't believe we have any. You know, I didn't go looking
through anything. I don't believe we have any current logs. Tapes that
are held now are old tapes from old cases and [ would have to talk to the
Research Assistant and see 1f she has anything, any type of log.

Counterman Dep. 77:19-78:2

Q. Were you ever asked to look for a copy of that log as it pertains to this
case?
A. Not that I recall.

Counterman Dep. 66:11-13

Q. If these logs still existed, where likely would they be stored at
Metro?
MR. ANGULO: Objection. Calls for speculation.
THE WITNESS: The speculation would be the storage room where
the tapes are.
BY MR. RASTELLO:
Q. You haven't checked?
A. 1 have not personally gone and looked, no.

Counterman Dep. 79:18-80:1

Q. What happened to the two magnetic tapes, the primary and backup
tapes, for September 27, 19947
[ have no knowledge of what happened to them back then.

Did you make any inquiries?

I looked to see if we had anything. We didn't have anything.
Where did you look?

In our storage room where we've got our copies of stuff.

Did you look in the hold vault?

No. And that's something that [ haven't done. I looked for our
copy because I thought we were making cassette copies back then.

Q. So, as you sit here today, you have not looked into the cabinet
where the magnetic tapes are put on hold to see if either the primary or
backup magnetic tape of September 27, 1994, still exists?

A. No. We wouldn't have a backup. If we had anything, it would be
a primary if it even exists. No, and 1 did not ask -- we didn't go through
all that. I was just looking for this copy for this deposition.

Counterman Dep, 173:13-174:9

RO PO

1** Request No. 1 Page 1 of 1
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1sT REQUEST NoO. 3:

All reports, memoranda, summaries or other documents relating to the
investigation by METRO and NHP of alleged wrongful conduct committed by
any law enforcement officer or an immediate family member of a law
enforcement officer during the five years preceding and five years following
the investigation of Erin DelLew’s death.

Revised per Court Order dated 8/15/01: Documents relating to the
investigation ... of alleged wrongful conduct committed by any named Metro
Defendant or an immediate family member or any documents relating to the
investigaticn ... for false reporting, perjury, fraudulent investigation, false
arrest, concealment, cover-up or conspiracy.Documents relating to the
investigation ... of alleged wrongful conduct committed by any named Metro
Defendant or an immediate family member or any documents relating to the
investigation ... for false reporting, perjury, fraudulent investigation, false
arrest, concealment, cover-up or conspiracy.

-

METRO DEFENDANTS’ VIOLATIONS OF COURT’S ORDER:

Metro did not produce a single responsive document prior to August 9, 2002.
(See Ex. 218, Metro Defendants’ Sixth Supplemental Response to Second
Requests served Aug. 9, 2002) Rather, on July 24, 2002, Metro served by mail
the cryptic and uninformative IAB logs and advised Plaintiffs to review the logs
and identify responsive documents, even though it is not possible to do so given
the nature of the cryptic logs. (Rastello Aff. §110-11; Flynn Dep. 66:16-67:11,
Moody Dep. 78:16-79:1)) Metro did not review any of its IAB files to identify
responsive documents. (Moody Dep. 78:16-79:1) Metro did not begin
producing responsive documents until August 27, 2002, well after the August 9,
2002 deadline and after most of the PMK depositions had been taken.

((Rastello Aff. §13; Leffler Aff. 14)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were deprived material evidence regarding the Metro
Defendants’ investigations of alleged unlawful conduct committed any law
enforcement officers or immediate family members of same, which was needed
to establish Plaintiffs’ theory that Metro has an unspoken custom and policy of
protecting one another from civil and criminal liability and that such customs
and policies were a moving force behind the alleged constitutional violations and
constitute deliberate indifference to the rights of citizens subjected to those
customs and policies.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and
practices of protecting Metro officers and their family members involved in
traffic and criminal incidents in deliberate indifference to the rights of
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citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or moving force
of the alleged constitutional violations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim that
Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended Complaint,
were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional violations and
constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of citizens subjected
to them.

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.

(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O and P; 1°* Req/Nos.
3 and 6; and 2™ Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)
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1ST REQUEST NO. 3: All reports, memoranda, summaries or other documents relating
to the investigation by METRO and NHP of alleged wrongful conduct committed by
any law enforcement officer or an immediate family member of a law enforcement
officer during the five years preceding and five years following the investigation of
Erin DeLew’s death.

Revised 8/15/01: Documents relating to the investigation by Metro and NHP of alleged
wrongful conduct committed by any named Metro Defendant or an immediate family
member of a named Metro Defendant, or any documents relating to the investigation by
Metro or NHP of any Metro trooper for false reporting, perjury, fraudulent
investigation, false arrest, concealment, COVer-up or conspiracy.

(Revision offered by letter dated 2/23/01.)

Q. So you would have to review the brief of complaint to see if those
allegations were made?

A. If you wanted me to look for every one of those, yes.

Q. For example here, on Flynn Exhibit 2, page 27805, on February
13, 1995, IAB number 950206, it states, CRS 510.2, Subsection G-1,
conduct unbecoming an employee.

A. Correct.

Q. That would be difficult to know --

A. It is an extremely broad charge. It's based on a Civil Service rule.
There is about that many things you can do for conduct unbecoming.

Q. So you would have to look at the complaint?

A. To know what exactly it i3. It could be music too loud at a party
that your neighbors are complaining about, all the way to a criminal act.

Q. How about this one, 950209, standards of conduct, criminal laws.
Can you tell whether that would fall within one of the categories of letter
C?

A. Tcannot.

Flynn Dep. 66:16-67:11

Q. ...Do you know if anyone from Metro or anyone from your side of
the case took those logs and asked to see the Internal Affairs Bureau file
where the description of the claim wasn't necessarily clear encugh to
determine whether or not it fell within the request?

A. Tdon't -- I'm not sure I understand the question completely. But}
don't think I know whether, who, if anyone, looked at each individual
case file that was examined for purposes of production to you in this case.

Moody Dep. 78:16-79:1

*' Request No. 3 Page 1 of 2
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1ST REQUEST NoO. 4:

All fatal traffic collision reports investigated by Metro during the five years
proceeding and five years following the preparation of the traffic collision
report pertaining to Erin DeLew’s death.

Revised Per Court Order dated 8/15/01: to: All fatal traffic collision
reports investigated by Metre during the years 1996 and 1997.]

METRO DEFENDANTS” VIOLATIONS OF COURT’S ORDER:!

Metro represented that it destroys traffic collision reports after five years and
therefore could not produce reports during the most relevant years i.e. 1989 to
1995. (Rastello Aff. §3) Based on this representation, Plaintiffs and the Court
narrowed the document request to the years 1996 and 1997. (Rastello Aff. §3)
Plaintiffs learned during the Rule 30(b)(6) depositions that Metro’s
representation was false and that Metro retains Traffic Accident Reports
permanently. (Lang Dep. 20:19-21:2; Ex. 204; Redfairn Dep. 16:22-17:5)
However, Metro never did produce the pre-1995 reports. (Rastello Aff. §4)

In addition, during the June 13, 2002 hearing, the Magistrate Judge ordered
Metro to produce unredacted copies of the Traffic Accident Reports it had
produced for the narrowed time period. (Ex. 210, Hearing Trans. 30:5-23, June
13, 2002 (#190)) However, Metro never did so. (Leffler Aff. 45)

Metro employees 200 people 1n its Records Bureau and that it had ample
resources (both human and computer) to identify and produce responsive
documents. (Lang Dep. 22:23-23:11, 41:9-23, 43:17-20)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were deprived material evidence regarding the Metro
Defendants’ standard operating procedures in the investigation of fatal traffic
collisions, which was needed to show the Metro Defendants’ departure from such
standard operating procedures and the special treatment the Metro Defendants
accorded Mrs. Wagner during the investigation of the vehicular homicide of Erin
DeLlew.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was calculated to establish Metro’s standard operating
procedures for the investigation of fatal traffic collisions as of September
1994 and that the Metro Defendants departed from those procedures and
accorded Janet Wagner special treatment:

Deem it established that the Metro Defendants departed from their standard
procedures for investigation of fatal traffic collisions in the case of Janet Wagner and
accorded her special treatment and/or preclude the Metro Defendants from introducing
at trial evidence of the Metro Defendants’ standard operating procedures for the
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investigation of fatal traffic collisions or evidence opposing Plaintiffs’ assertion
that the Metro Defendants departed from those procedures and accorded Janet
Wagner special treatment. '

(Sanction Requests for PMK H and 1% Req/No. 4 are virtually identical.)



s N

1sT REQUEST NoO. 4: All fatal traffic collision reports investigated by Defendants
during the five years preceding and five years following the preparation of the traffic
collision report pertaining to Erin DeLew’s death.

Revised 8/15/01: All fatal traffic collision reports investigated by Metro during the
years 1996 and 1997. (Revision offered 8/8/01) (revised 8/15/01 per Court order)

Q. ...Traffic investigation reports for an injury or fatal are 10 years,
mandatory retention with a permanent file being in Records.

Q. When it says "Permanent File in Records," that means that Metro
has, even though the minimum period is 10 years, Metro has decided to
keep a permanent record?

A. Yes, there would be a permanent file maintained in Records.

Q. Would you repeat what the category is, please? Traffic --

A. Traffic/citations/incident reports is two years. Traffic/accident
investigations for injury or fatal are 10 years with a permanent file in
records.

Lang Dep. 20:19-21:7

Q. Ms. Lang, would you tell us how someone in your department
would go about locating a filmed traffic collision report, if they had an
event number? What would they do?

A. They would request copies of whatever we have under that event
number and Records personnel would produce the documents off of the
film.

Q. How would the Records person do that? Assuming, I guess, it's
on the KAR system, they would go to the reel?

A. If it's on the KAR system, they would go to the computer that is
attached to the KAR. They would run up the event number. It would tell
them what reel it was on. They would take the reel and hit "print.”

Lang Dep. 22:23-23:11

Q. How many additional people can you call upon when needed?

A. Tcan assign every one of my employees to do any tasks,
depending on the need. Those people who are assigned regularly as that
part of their duties is about five a day. That's not a question that I can
answer. If [ needed to, I could apply substantial amounts of personnel.

Q. How many people are under your section?

A. In the Records Bureau, there is 190. If you want it broken down
by section --

Q. You're the Records Section Director?

A. Records Bureau.

Q. So all 190 essentially report to you?

1’ Request No. 4 Page 1 of 2
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A. Right.
Lang Dep. 41:9-23

Q. Approximately how many temporary employees?
A. 20.

Q. So at the peak, 210 employees?

A. Right.

Lang Dep. 43:17-20

Q. Do you know for what period of time a Fatal Traffic Accident
Report is retained?

A. As far as I know in Records, it's kept forever. I don't know of
anything that's short.

Q. How about Traffic Accident Reports involving injury?

A. Same thing.

Q. Same thing?

A. It gets microfilmed, is my understanding.

Redfairn Dep. 16:22-17:5

1*! Request No. 4

Page 2 of 2
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1sT REQUEST NO. 5:

All DUI arrest reports generated by each individual Defendant during the three
years preceding the investigation of Janet Wagner’s sobriety at the scene of
Erin DeLew’s death.

Revised Per Court Order dated 8/15/01: All DUI Arrest Reports generated
by any named Metro Defendants during 1996 and 1997.}

NMETRO DEFENDANTS® VIOLATIONS OF COURT’S ORDER:

Metro represented that it destroyed DUI Arrest Reports after five years and
therefore could not produce reports during the most relevant years i.e. 1991 to
1994. (Rastello Aff. §3) Based on this representation, Plaintiffs and the Court
narrowed the document request to the years 1996 and 1997. (Rastello Aff. §3)
Plaintiffs learned during the Rule 30(b)(6) depositions that Metro’s
representation was false and that Metro retains DUI Arrest Reports for 85
years. (Lang Dep. 20:3-12; Ex. 204) However, Metro never did produce the
1991-1994 reports, even though it could easily have done so. (Rastello Aff. §4;
Moody Dep. 30:21-31:4; Counterman 194:15-22)

In addition, during the June 13, 2002 hearing, the Magistrate Judge ordered
Metro to produce unredacted copies of the DUI Arrest Reports it had produced
for the narrowed time period. (Ex. 210, Hearing Trans. 30:5-23, June 13, 2002
#190) However, Metro never did so. (Leffler Aff.96)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were deprived material evidence regarding the Metro
Defendants’ standard operating procedures in the investigation of DUI incidents
during the 1994 time period to show the departure from such procedures and the
special treatment accorded to Mrs. Wagner during the investigation of the
vehicular homicide of Erin Delew.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was calculated to establish Metro’s standard operating
procedures for the investigation of driving under the influence as of
September 1994 and that the Metro Defendants departed from those
procedures and accorded Janet Wagner special treatment:

Deem it established that the Metro Defendants departed from their standard
procedures for investigation of DUT in the case of Janet Wagner and accorded her
special treatment and/or preclude Metro from introducing at trial evidence of the
Metro Defendants’ standard operating procedures for the investigation of
driving under the influence as of September 1994 or evidence opposing
Plaintiffs’ assertion that the Metro Defendants departed from those
procedures and accorded Janet Wagner special treatment.

(Sanction Requests for PMK categories D and I and 1% Req/No. 5 are virtually
identical.)
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1sT REQUEST NO. 5: All DUI arrest reports generated by each individual Defendant
during the three years preceding the investigation of Janet Wagner’s sobriety at the
scene of Erin DeLew’s death.

Revised 8/15/01: All DUI Arrest Reports generated by any named Metro Defendants
during 1996 and 1997. (Revision offered 8/8/01) (revised per Court Order 8/15/01)

Q. Assuming that an officer properly codes a drunk driving arrest as
a 409, your people in Communications would input that?

A. Whatever he told us.

Q. Okay. Then theoretically, Information Technologies could run a
list of all the 409s that occurred last month, for example?

A. Yes.

Counterman Dep. 194:15-22

For what period of time is the film or fiche maintained?
For what category?
Let's say DUI arrest reports. .
An arrest report would be maintained 85 years or five years after
the confirmed death of the individual.
Q. 85 years?
A. Is aretention on an arrest document, an arrest report.

Lang Dep. 20:3-12

>R o

Q. Ms. Lang, would you tell us how someone in your department
would go about locating a filmed traffic collision report, if they had an
event number? What would they do?

A. They would request copies of whatever we have under that event
number and Records personnel would produce the documents off of the
film.

Q. How would the Records person do that? Assuming, I guess, it's
on the KAR system, they would go to the reel?

A. If it's on the KAR system, they would go to the computer that is
attached to the KAR. They would run up the event number. It would tell
them what reel it was on. They would take the reel and hit "print.”

Lang Dep. 22:23-23:11

Q. Did you come to learn that the court ordered unredacted reports to
be produced?

A. I'm not clear on what the court ordered with regard to the
redactions.

0. Do vou know whether or not Metro has nproduced an unredacted

1*! Request No. 5 Page 1 of 2
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copy of the 1996 and 1997 Fatal Traffic Collision Reports?

A. The reports that were originally produced unredacted should still
be in possession of our attorneys.

Q. As you sit here, you don't know whether or not a copy of those
have been made and delivered to Plaintiffs?

A. I don't know.

Moody Dep. 13:14-14:2

Q. It could have been done for the years 1994 and 1995 as well?

A. Had we been instructed to do it for 1994 and '95, I don't know,
becausge to fill -- we're talking about the DUI? Oh, yes, for the DUI
requests. I'm sorry. I was thinking you had asked me the same question
with regard to H. Yes, we could undertake to do the same process
technically and do it for '94 and '95.

Moody Dep. 30:21-31:4

Q. Do you know if, within the description field of the CAD system,
if the word "drunk” or "DUI" could be set as a parameter?
A. Yes, it can.

Moody Dep. 36:2-5

Q. For what period of time are DUI Arrest Reports retained?
A. As far as my knowledge goes, it's forever. That's why they're
microfiched. They can keep them forever.

Redfairn Dep. 19:17-21

1* Request No. 5 Page 2 of 2
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1sT REQUEST NO. 6:

All ... documents relating to the investigation by METRO and NHP of injury or
fatal traffic collisions involving any law enforcement officer or an immediate
family member of a law enforcement officer during the five years preceding
and five years following the investigation of Erin DeLew’s death.

Revised Per Court Order dated 12/4/01: All ... documents relating to the
investigation by METRO and NHP of injury or fatal traffic collisions involving
any law enforcement officer or an immediate family member of a law
enforcement officer during the thirty-month period preceding and the thirty-
month period following the investigation of Erin DeLew’s death.]

METRO DEFENDANTS® VIOLATIONS OF COURT’S ORDER:

Metro initially claimed that it would be too burdensome to identify and produce
responsive documents to No. 6. (Rastello Aff. §7) The Court rejected this
argument in its August 15, 2001 Order, and directed Metro to produce the
documents. (Ex. 206, Order dated Aug. 15, 2001 (#100)) Metro moved for
reconsideration. In its Motion for Reconsideration, Metro stated that it had
identified 55 reports as a result of a department-wide e-mail inquiry, but resisted
doing more, again claiming the request was too burdensome. (Metro Motion for
Reconsideration at 11-12, Aug. 29, 2001 (#106)) Metro attached the Affidavit of
Lt. John Thornton, who explained the steps that would be necessary to produce
the requested documents. (Rastello Aff. §7) The Court re-affirmed its earlier
Order, but narrowed the time period from ten years to five years. (Ex.207, Order
dated December 3, 2001 (#124)) When Metro still refused to comply, Plaintiffs
filed the Motion for Sanctions that led to the July 15 Order. (Rastello Aff. q8)

Despite the plain language of the July 15, 2002 Order, Metro refused to
undertake the procedures necessary to identify responsive documents for the
shortened time period and did not produce a single report involving any Metro
immediate family member in response to the Court’s Order. {Rastello Aff. 98)
Lt. Moody acknowledged that Metro had not undertaken the steps detailed by Lt.
Thornton as necessary to identify and produce the requested documents, despite
the Court’s reduction of the discoverable time period from ten years to five
years, (Moody Dep. 87:9-17, 88:6-13, 93:7-10)

Metro employees 200 people in its Records Bureau and that it had ample
resources (both human and computer) to identify and produce responsive
documents. (Lang Dep. 22:23-23:11, 41:9-23, 43:17-20)

In addition, although Metro earlier had produced approximately 55 redacted
reports involving off-duty Metro officers or immediate family members, it failed
to produce a copy of the unredacted reports as ordered by the Court during the
June 13, 2002 hearing and failed to identify the Metro family member involved
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in the collision until after the Rule 30(b)(6) depositions were completed.
(Rastello Aff. §9; Leffler Aff. 117) Consequently, Metro has never disclosed the
contact information of persons similarly situated to the DeLew family (i.e.,
citizens involved in traffic collisions with Metro off-duty officers and their
family members), despite the Court’s plain orders to do so. (Rastello Aff. {8)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were deprived material evidence regarding the Metro
Defendants’ investigations of alleged unlawful conduct committed any law
enforcement officers or immediate family members of same, which was needed
to establish Plaintiffs’ theory that Metro has an unspoken custom and policy of
protecting one another from civil and criminal liability and that such customs
and policies were a moving force behind the alleged constitutional violations and
constitute deliberate indifference to the rights of citizens subjected to those
customs and policies.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and
practices of protecting Metro officers and their family members involved in
traffic and criminal incidents in deliberate indifference to the rights of
citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or moving force
of the alleged constitutional violations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs” municipal liability claim that
Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended Complaint,
were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional violations and
constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of citizens subjected
to them.

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.

(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O and P; 1*' Req/Nos.
3 and 6; and 2™ Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)
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1ST REQUEST NO. 6: All reports, memoranda, summaries or other documents relating
to the investigation by METRO and NHP of injury or fatal traffic collisions involving
any law enforcement officer or an immediate family member of a law enforcement
officer during the five years preceding and five years following the investigation of
Erin DeLew’s death. (Revised per Court’s Order 12/4/01)

Revised 12/4/01: All reports, memoranda, summaries or other documents relating to
the investigation by METRO and NHP of injury or fatal traffic collisions involving any
law enforcement officer or an immediate family member of a law enforcement officer
during the thirty-month period preceding and the thirty-month period following the
investigation of Erin DeLew’s death.

Q. How many additional people can you call upon when needed?

A. Ican assign every one of my employees to do any tasks,
depending on the need. Those people who are assigned regularly as that
part of their duties is about five a day. That's not a question that I can
answer. If I needed to, I could apply substantial amounts of personnel.

Q. How many people are under your section?

A. In the Records Bureau, there is 190. If you want it broken down
by section --

Q. You're the Records Section Director?

A. Records Bureau.

Q. So all 190 essentially report to you?

A. Right.

Lang Dep. 41:9-23

Q. Approximately how many temporary employees?
A. 20.

Q. So at the peak, 210 employces?

A. Right.

Lang Dep. 43:17-20

Q. Lieutenant Thornton said in his affidavit of August 30, 2001, that
in order to respond to this particular discovery request, he says, the only
way to craft a response to this discovery request would be to identify
each officer of LVMPD from 1989 to 1999 and run each name to see if an
accident we investigated names them in any capacity. Do you know if
that was done?

A. T don't know what he means by that.

Moody Dep. 87:9-17

2" Request No. 1 Page | of 2
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Q. He stated, personnel would need to pull the names of all
immediate family members and a similar search would have to be done.
Then Lieutenant Thornton states, a review of every Accident Report
generated would need to be reviewed.

A. So every report would have to be read. Every report would have
to be pulled and read, that wasn't done.

Moody Dep. 88:6-13

Q. As far as you know, Lieutenant Moody, whatever Lieutenant
Thornton meant here, you have no knowledge that that was done?
A. Right. '

Moody Dep. 93:7-10

2" Request No. 1 Page 2 of 2
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2"’ REQUEST NO. 6:

All records relating to the pre-employment screening of the individual
Defendants...

ETRO DEFENDANTS’> VIOLATIONS OF COURT’S ORDER:

Responsive documents for Defendants Pribyl, Roshak, and Thornton were never
produced. Responsive documents for Keller were produced after the Rule
30(b)(6) deposition of the person most knowledgeable regarding the documents.
(Leffler Aff. q8; Spring Dep. 25:20-22, 26:7-9)

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Costs, including fees, of the Rule 30(b)(6) depositions and of this Motion.



A - —’

2ND REQUEST NO. 6: All records relating to the pre-employment screening of the
individual Defendants, including background investigations, polygraph examinations,
psychological tests and interviews.

Q. Did you produce Defendant Jerry Keller's background file?
A. Tdon't believe it was asked for.

Spring Dep. 25:20-22

Q. Were there any requested files that you were unable to find?
A. No.

Spring Dep. 26:7-9

2™ Request No. 6 Page | of 1
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2"° REQUEST No. 10:

The watch list and any other lists containing the names of personne! on duty
during the various shifts from 6:00 p.m. on September 27, 1994 to and
including 5:00 p.m. on September 28, 1994.

METRO DEFENDANTS’ VIOLATIONS OF COURT’S ORDER:

Metro represented to the Court that it would take 150-200 overtime hours to
generate such a list. (Ex. 209, Defendants’ Response to Plaintiffs’ Second
Request for Production of Documents (First Supplement) dated March 18, 2002,
at 6:1-13) On August 9, 2002 Metro produced a computer-generated list that
took only moments to prepare. (McKee Dep. 63:5-64:11) The delayed
production prevented Plaintiffs from identifying key persons on duty on Sept. 27,
1994 (the day of Erin DeLew’s death) including the officers who drove Mrs.
Wagner to her home (and returned her to the scene) during the fatal traffic
investigation.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR YIOLATIONS:

Costs, including fees, of the Rule 30(b)(6) depositions and of this Motion.
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2ND REQUEST No. 10: The watch list and any other lists containing the names of
personnel on duty during the various shifts from 6:00 p.m. on September 27, 1994 to
and including 5:00 p.m. on September 28, 1994,

Q. I'm going to hand you what's been marked as McKee Exhibit 2,
which appears to be an 18-page document entitled "LAS VEGAS METRO
POLICE DEPT. CONSOLE SIGN ON/OFF From 09/26/1994 18:00:00:00
through 09/28/1994 18:00," and ask you if you recognize that document.

A. Yes, sir, I do.

Q. What is it?

A. This is a computer-generated list of employees throughout the
department that logged into the computer-aided dispatch system between
9/26/94 at 1800 hours, 6 p.m., through 9/28/94 at 1800 hours, actually
almost 1700 hours, 7 p.m.

Q. Okay. And this is a document that you asked one of your officers
to prepare for you on July 25th?

One of my computer operators, yes, sir.

Okay. He did so on that very day?

Yes, sir.

Okay. And then he gave it to you?

He put it in a thousand miler, sent it to me.

Okay. Then you downloaded it to --

No, a thousand miler. He printed it and put it in a thousand
miler, an interoffice envelope, and sent it to me.

Q. Oh, I wasn't familiar with that term.

A.  Oh, I'm sorry.

Q. Okay. And this type of information has resided in Metro's
computer records since September 27, 19947

A. Since it was created, ves, sir.

McKee Dep. 63:5-64:11

FROPOPO P

2" Request No. 13 Page 1 of |
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2" REQUEST No. 14:

All documents summarizing, tabulating, or compiling any notice of claims for
damages, including the actual notices, made against any individual defendant
and any Metro officers alleging certain types of wrongdoing.

METRO DEFENDANTS’ VIOLATIONS OF COURT’S ORDER:

Even though Lt. Moody made a copy of each Notice of Claim and gave the
copies to Metro's counsel (Moody Dep. 51:24-52:17), the Metro Defendants did
not produce any of the Notice of Claims requested in No. 14 of the Second
Requests and ordered by the Court to be produced in its July 15, 2002 Order.
(Leffler Aff. 99; Moody Dep. 70:22-71:6, 84:4-17) In fact, the Metro
Defendants did not even produce a copy of the only two Notices it identified in
its August 9, 2002 Response. (See Leffler Aff. §9; Ex. 218, Metro Defendants’
Sixth Supplemental Response to Second Requests served Aug. 9, 2002)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were deprived material evidence regarding the Metro
Defendants’ investigations of alleged unlawful conduct committed any law
enforcement officers which was needed to establish Plaintiffs’ theory that Metro
has an unspoken custom and policy of protecting one another from civil and
criminal liability and that such customs and policies were a moving force behind
the alleged constitutional violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the
rights of citizens subjected to those customs and policies.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and _
practices of protecting Metro officers and their family members involved in
traffic and criminal incidents in deliberate indifference to the rights of
citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or moving force
of the alleged constitutional violations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim that
Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended Complaint,
were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional violations and
constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of citizens subjected
to them. '

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.

(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O and P; 1% Reg/Nos.
3 and 6; and 2" Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)
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2ND REQUEST No. 14: All documents summarizing, tabulating, or compiling any notice
of claims for damages, including the actual notices, made (a) against any individual
Defendant for any alleged misconduct and (b) against any NHP or METRO officer
alleging false reporting, perjury, fraudulent investigation, obstruction of justice, false
arrest, concealment, cover-up, conspiracy or equal protection vielation from 1990 to the
present.

Q. In each case file that has a Notice of Claim or a copy of the civil
action complaint, did you make a copy of, in connection with the DeLew
case, of the Notice of Claim or the ¢ivil action?

A. Yes. The initial complaint that was received?

Q. Yes.

A. Served on the department, yes.

Q. Did you make a copy of the Notice of Claim form?

A. Anything that was served formally on us, it would, relating to
that, would be in the file.

Q. Did you give that information to Metro's counsel?

A. Absolutely.

Q. Did you provide the Notice of Claims and the complaint for
actions that had been settled as well as those that were open during this
time period?

A. Yes.

Moody Dep. 51:24-52:17

Q. Did you produce any of the documents out of the claim file?

A. To my knowledge, we did not, other than the, perhaps the civil
claim number. That's all public information and it's as easily acquired by
the Plaintiffs in this case as it would be by us through the court.

Q. Did you prepare a privileged log of documents you were
withholding?

A. I'm not sure that we did or not.

Moody Dep. 70:22-71:6

Q. Looking at Exhibit Moody 2, you do know that the case files, for
example, for the civil rights claims listed on, in the 1995 report, which is
Bates labeled 28074 and 280735, that those case files have not been
produced?

MR. ANGULO: You're talking about Moody Exhibit 27
MR. RASTELLO: Yes.
THE WITNESS: That any case files that still exist pertaining to
any of the Claimants named in that exhibit have been produced?
BY MR. RASTELLO:
Q. Yes.
A. To my knowledge, they have not been produced.

Moody Dep. 84:4-17

2" Request No. 14 Page 1 of 1
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2"° REQUEST NoO. 15:

All documents summarizing, tabulating or compiling the civil lawsuits, actions,
or complaints filed (a) against any individual Defendant for any alleged
misconduct and (b) against any NHP or METRO officer ... from 1990 to the
present.

METRO DEFENDANTS® VIOLATIONS OF COURT’S ORDER:

Lt. Moody testified that Metro’s computer systems track every civil action filed
against any Metro officer from receipt of the complaint through payment or
settlement. (Moody Dep. 40:8-41:1, 42:18-43:3, 48:17-49:1, 50:6-14) Lt.
Moody testified that a list of civil actions could have been generated from
Metro’s computer databases. (Moody Dep. 51:24-53:3) Yet, Metro did not
produce any list of civil actions responsive to No. 15. (Leffler Aff. 110)
Instead, the Metro Defendants produced a copy of a publicly available list
required of all police agencies by Nevada law, which contains only the
claimant’s name, the identity of one of the asserted claims, and the amount
demanded and paid. (Leffler Aff. §10) A sample of the list is attached as Ex.
202 to Plaintiff’s Motion. The list does not contain any information about any
civil action or civil complaint (or whether one was even filed), or any
identifying or contact information about the claimant, his counsel, or any
witnesses. Even though Lt. Moody made a copy of each civil complaint for
Metro’s counsel to produce in this action (Moody Dep. 51:24-52:17), a copy of
the civil complaints was not produced in response to either No. 15 or No. 20.
(Leffler Aff. §10) No. 20 of the Second Request (and the Court’s July 15
Order) required production of “All records of the investigations of the citizen or
administrative complaints as described in Nos. 13-19 above” (underlining added).

Consequently, Plaintiffs were deprived material evidence regarding the Metro
Defendants’ investigations of alleged unlawful conduct committed any law
enforcement officers which was necded to establish Plaintiffs’ theory that Metro
has an unspoken custom and policy of protecting one another from civil and
criminal liability and that such customs and policies were a moving force behind
the alleged constitutional violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the
rights of citizens subjected to those customs and policies.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and
practices of protecting Metro officers and their family members involved in
traffic and criminal incidents in deliberate indifference to the rights of
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citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or moving force
of the alleged constitutional violations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs” municipal liability claim that
Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended Complaint,
were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional violations and
constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of citizens subjected
to them.

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.

(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O and P; 1 Reg/Nos.
3 and 6; and 2" Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)
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2ND REQUEST No. 15: All documents summarizing, tabulating or compiling the civil
lawsuits, actions, or complaints filed (a) against any individual Defendant for any
alleged misconduct and (b) against any NHP or METRO officer alleging false reporting,
perjury, fraudulent investigation, obstruction of justice, false arrest, concealment,
cover-up, conspiracy or equal protection violation from 1990 to the present.

Q. What's the process? What's the intake process for taking in and
documenting and logging these various Notice of Claims?

A. Which category are you referring to? Do you want me to just go
down the list?

Q. Sure.

A. Very formalized with -- number one, of course, when we receive a
civil complaint, we're operating under a deadline. We immediately create
a file. The hard file contains the complaint and a place for the
investigative specialist managing that case file to make some notes. The
first note is going to be that the complaint was forwarded to counsel for
the Police Department in order that an answer could be prepared and
response tendered within the deadline, within the time period. And that
case file now is entered into our STAR system, which 1s an automated
management system that we use to house that type of information.

Moody Dep. 40:8-41:1

Q. What information do your people put into the STAR system?

A. Depends on the type of complaint. Again, I am not an expert on
the STAR system. I do not do data entry. But information, the nature of
the complaint, the counsel for the department that will be handling the
complaint, the name of the empleyee involved as a Defendant, the name
of the Claimant, and reserve amounts, things like that, standardized
reserve amounts that are going to be set aside to address the complaint.

Moody Dep. 42:18-43:3

Q. Then you mentioned that the nature of the complaint is
categorized in the STAR system. How is that done?

A. Well, there are a number of different types of descriptions that
can be assigned to a case. It's not terribly specific. But generally, we're
talking about a wrongful death, for example, or some other Constitutional
violation and it will go down as excessive force, wrongful death, false
arrest, you know, things of that nature, illegal search.

Moody Dep. 48:17-49:1

2" Request No. 15 Page 1 of 3
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Q. In the STAR system, if a claim has progressed to litigation to a
civil action, is that information then input?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. What information is input relative to that?

A. Ibelieve you asked that question early on and it's essentially that
the Claimant, claim gives some details of the complaint, the Claimant
information, the counsel representing the department.

Moody Dep. 50:6-14

Q. In each case file that has a Notice of Claim or a copy of the civil
action complaint, did you make 2 copy of, in connection with the De Lew
case, of the Notice of Claim or the civil action? '

A. Yes. The initial complaint that was received?

Q. Yes.

A. Served on the department, yes.

Q. Did you make a copy of the Notice of Claim form?

A. Anything that was served formally on us, 1t would, relating to
that, would be in the file.

Q. Did you give that information to Metro's counsel?

A. Absolutely.

Q. Did you provide the Notice of Claims and the complaint for
actions that had been settled as well as those that were open during this
time period?

A. Yes.

Q. Who determines the reserve amounts when these claims come in?

A. You know, the reserve list is a standardized list that, based on the
category or whatever most closely reflects the nature of the complaint.
The employee just refers to that list and the reserve amount is entered
accordingly.

Q. Could you sort, from the STARS system, a list of those cases that
had progressed to court actions or do you know, as you sit here?

A. I beheve so.

Moody Dep. 51:24-53:3

2"? Request No. 15 Page 2 of 3
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2"" REQUEST NO. 17:

All accident review board records and accident review board reports that
mention (a) any individual Defendant or (b) concern any complaint made
against any METRO officer....

METRO DEFENDANTS’ VIOLATIONS OF COURT’S ORDER:

The Metro Defendants did not produce any Accident Review Board Reports.
(Moody Dep. 59:22-60:1, 83:15-24, 96:18-97:7) The only documents produced
in response to No. 17 of the Second Request were “yearly summaries” of the
Accident Review Board Reports, but not the Reports themselves. (Leffler Aff.
q11)(See Ex. 218, Metro Defendants’ Sixth Supplemental Response to Second
Requests served Aug. 9, 2002)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were deprived material evidence regarding the Metro
Defendants’ investigations of alleged unlawful conduct committed any law
enforcement officers which was needed to establish Plaintiffs’ theory that Metro
has an unspoken custom and policy of protecting one another from civil and
criminal liability and that such customs and policies were a moving force behind
the alleged constitutional violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the
rights of citizens subjected to those customs and policies.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS!:

Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and
practices of protecting Metro officers and their family members involved in
traffic and criminal incidents in deliberate indifference to the rights of
citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or moving force

of the alleged constitutional violations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim that
Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs” Amended Complaint,
were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional violations and
constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of citizens subjected
to them.

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.

(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O and P; 1°' Req/Nos.
3 and 6; and 2nd Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)
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2ND REQUEST NoO. 17: All accident review board records and accident review board
reports that mention (a) any individual Defendant or (b) concern any complaint made
against any NHP or METRO officer alleging false reporting, perjury, fraudulent
investigation, obstruction of justice, false arrest, concealment, cover-up, conspiracy or
equal protection violation.

Q. But, as far as you know, no Accident Review Board records were
made by your people to be produced to Plaintiffs?
A. Correct, other than printouts I've already referred to.

Moody Dep. 59:22-60:1

Q. Do you know whether or not the Accident Reports and the
investigative reports that were associated with those accidents have
been produced to the Plaintiffs?

A. Whether the Accident Reports associated with these event
numbers -- no, I don't know.

Q. You don't know if they've been produced?

A. I'm not sure if the reports themselves have been pulled and
turned over to you. No, I'm not sure they haven't or have been.

Moody Dep. 83:15-24

Q. For example, we know that the investigative files underlying the
Notice of Claim case files have not been produced.

A. We would have to go back case-by-case, see which ones, see
which files still exist and then answer that question case-by-case.

Q. But as of today, that hasn't been done?

A. Right.

Q. The same is true of the Accident Review Board records?

A. Right. We would have relied on our counsel to necessarily to
identify specific files that would have needed to be produced as
background information and as comprehensive lists and logs that we've
produced for you in this case.

Moody Dep. 96:18-97:7

2"% Request No. 17 Page 1 of 3
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2" REQUEST NoO. 18:

All documents relating to the State of Nevada or Las Vegas Risk Management
office or program that mention (a) any individual Defendant or (b) concern any
complaint made against any NHP or METRO officer ...

METRO DEFENDANTS’ VIOLATIONS OF COURT’S ORDER:

The Metro Defendants have not produced any documents from the Risk
Manager’s office as requested by Plaintiffs and ordered by the Court in its July
15, 2002 Order. (See Ex. 218, Metro Defendants’ Sixth Supplemental
Response to Second Requests served Aug. 9, 2002) Not a single claim file or
investigative file from the Risk Manager’s Office was produced, nor was a
privilege log of withheld documents produced. (Moody Dep. 70:22-71:6, 84:4-
17, 96:18-25). (Leffler Aff. §12)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were deprived material evidence regarding the Metro
Defendants’ investigations of alleged unlawful conduct committed any law
enforcement officers which was needed to establish Plaintiffs’ theory that Metro
has an unspoken custom and policy of protecting one another from civil and
criminal liability and that such customs and policies were a moving force behind
the alleged constitutional violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the
rights of citizens subjected to those customs and policies.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and
practices of protecting Metro officers and their family members involved in
traffic and criminal incidents in deliberate indifference to the rights of
citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or moving force
of the alleged constitutional violations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim that
Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended Complaint,
were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional violations and
constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of citizens subjected
to them.

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.

(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O and P; 1* Req/Nos.
3 and 6; and 2™ Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)
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2ND REQUEST NO. 18: All documents relating to the State of Nevada or Las Vegas
Risk Management office or program that mention (a) any individual Defendant or
(b) concern any complaint made against any NHP or METRO officer alleging false
reporiing, perjury, fraudulent investigation, obstruction of justice, false arrest,
concealment, cover-up, conspiracy or equal protection violation.

Q. Did you produce any of the documents out of the claim file?

A. To my knowledge, we did not, other than the, perhaps the civil
claim number. That's all public information and it's as easily acquired by
the Plaintiffs in this case as it would be by us through the court.

Q. Did you prepare a privileged log of documents you were
withholding?

A. I'm not sure that we did or not.

Moody Dep. 70:22-71:6

Q. Looking at Exhibit Moody 2, you do know that the case files, for
example, for the civil rights claims listed on, in the 1995 report, which is
Bates labeled 28074 and 28075, that those case files have not been
produced?

MR. ANGULO: You're talking about Moody Exhibit 27
MR. RASTELLO: Yes.
THE WITNESS: That any case files that still exist pertaining to
any of the Claimants named in that exhibit have been produced?
BY MR. RASTELLO:
Q. Yes.
A. To my knowledge, they have not been produced.

Moody Dep. 84:4-17

Q. For example, we know that the investigative files underlying the
Notice of Claim case files have not been produced.

A. We would have to go back case-by-case, see which ones, see
which files still exist and then answer that question case-by-case.

Q. But as of today, that hasn't been done?

A. Right.

Moody Dep. 96:18-25

2" Request No. 18 Page 1 of |
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2"° REQUEST No. 19:

All citizen or administrative complaints of police misconduct ... from 1990 to
present ...related...to allegations of: (1) Investigating traffic and criminal
incidents involving ...law enforcement officers and...family members; (2)
Inadequately and/or fraudulently investigating claims of...misconduct...; (3)
Covering up...wrongful activities ...by false reporting, false investigating,
perjury, obstruction of justice or dishonesty; (4) Refusing to supervise,
reprimand and/or discipline...officers who engage in misconduct; (5) Failing to
administer adequate and standard field sobriety tests to...officers or their
...family members suspected of DUT, (6) Failing to enforce the law, rules,
regulations and procedures when an investigation is conducted of a... officer’s
misconduct...; and (7) Inadequately training and supervising officers with
respect to the investigation of misconduct by...officers or...family members.

METRO DEFENDANTS®> VIOLATIONS OF COURT’S ORDER:

Metro did not produce a single responsive document prior to August 9, 2002.
(See Ex. 218, Metro Defendants’ Sixth Supplemental Response to Second
Requests served Aug. 9, 2002) Rather, on July 24, 2002, Metro served by mail
the cryptic and uninformative IAB logs and advised Plaintiffs to review the logs
and identify responsive documents, even though it is not possible to do so given
the nature of the cryptic logs. (Rastello Aff. §910-11; Flynn Dep. 66:16-67:11,
Moody Dep. 78:16-79:1)) Metro did not review any of its IAB files to identify
responsive documents. (Moody Dep. 78:16-79:1) Metro did not begin
producing responsive documents until August 27, 2002, well after the August 9,
2002 deadline and after most of the PMK depositions had been taken.

({Rastello Aff. 13; Leffler Aff. 13)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were deprived material evidence regarding the Metro
Defendants’ investigations of alleged unlawful conduct committed any law
enforcement officers which was needed to establish Plaintiffs’ theory that Metro
has an unspoken custom and policy of protecting one another from civil and
criminal liability and that such customs and policies were a moving force behind
the alleged constitutional violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the
rights of citizens subjected to those customs and policies.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and
practices of protecting Metro officers and their family members involved in
traffic and criminal inctdents in deliberate indifference to the rights of
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citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or moving force
of the alleged constitutional viclations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim that
Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended Complaint,
were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional violations and
constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of citizens subjected
to them,

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.

(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O and P; 1% Reqg/Nos.
3 and 6; and 2" Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)
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2ND REQUEST No. 19: All citizen or administrative complaints of police misconduct
falling within the categories below from 1990 to present which are related, directly or
indirectly, to allegations of: (1) Investigating traffic and criminal incidents involving
fellow law enforcement officers and their immediate family members; (2) Inadequately
and/or fraudulently investigating allegations of criminal and civil misconduct involving
fellow law enforcement officers and their immediate family members; (3) Covering up
the criminal and/or wrongful activities of fellow law enforcement officers and their
immediate family members by false reporting, false investigating, perjury, obstruction
of justice or dishonesty; (4) Refusing to supervise, reprimand and/or discipline law
enforcement officers who engage in misconduct; (5) Failing to administer adequate and
standard field sobriety tests to fellow law enforcement officers or their immediate
family members suspected of driving under the influence; (6) Failing to enforce the law,
rules, regulations and procedures when an investigation is conducted of a fellow law
enforcement officer’s misconduct, or a relative of a fellow police officer; and (7)
Inadequately training and supervising police officers with respect to the investigation of
misconduct by fellow law enforcement officers or their immediate family members.

Q. So you would have to review the brief of complaint to see if those
allegations were made?

A. If you wanted me to look for every one of those, yes.

Q. For example here, on Flynn Exhibit 2, page 27805, on February
13, 1995, TAB number 950206, it states, CRS 510.2, Subsection G-1,
conduct unbecoming an employee.

A. Correct.

Q. That would be difficult to know --

A. It is an extremely broad charge. It's based on a Civil Service rule.
There is about that many things you can do for conduct unbecoming.

Q. So you would have to look at the complaint?

A. To know what exactly it is. It could be music too loud at a party
that your neighbors are complaining about, all the way to a criminal act.

Q. How about this one, 950209, standards of conduct, criminal laws.
Can you tell whether that would fall within one of the categories of letter
C?

A. T cannot.

Flynn Dep. 66:16-67:11

Q. Did you produce any of the documents out of the claim file?

A. To my knowledge, we did not, other than the, perhaps the civil
claim number. That's all public information and it's as easily acquired by
the Plaintiffs in this case as it would be by us through the court.

Q. Did you prepare a privileged log of documents you were
withholding?

A. I'm not sure that we did or not.

Moody Dep. 70:22-71:6

2" Request No. 19 Page 1 of 2
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Q. ...Do you know if anyone from Metro or anyone from your side of
the case took those logs and asked to see the Internal Affairs Bureau file
where the description of the claim wasn't necessarily clear enough to
determine whether or not it fell within the request?

A. ldon't -- I'm not sure I understand the question completely. But I
don't think I know whether, who, if anyone, looked at each individual
case file that was examined for purposes of production to you in this case.

Moody Dep. 78:16-79:1

Q. Looking at Exhibit Moody 2, you do know that the case files, for
example, for the civil rights claims listed on, in the 1995 report, which is
Bates labeled 28074 and 28075, that those case files have not been
produced?

MR. ANGULO: You're talking about Moody Exhibit 2?
MR. RASTELLO: Yes.
THE WITNESS: That any case files that still exist pertaining to
any of the Claimants named in that exhibit have been produced?
BY MR. RASTELLO:
Q. Yes.
A. To my knowledge, they have not been produced.

Moody Dep. 84:4-17

Q. For example, we know that the investigative files underlying the
Notice of Claim case files have not been produced.

A. We would have to go back case-by-case, see which ones, see
which files still exist and then answer that question case-by-case.

Q. But as of today, that hasn't been done?

A. Right.

Moody Dep. 96:18-25

2" Request No. 19 Page 2 of 2
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28" REQUEST No. 20:

All records of the investigations of the citizen or administrative complaints as
described in Nos. 13-19 above.

METRO DEFENDANTS’> VIOLATIONS OF COURT’S ORDER:

Metro did not produce a single responsive document prior to August 9, 2002.
(See Ex. 218, Metro Defendants’ Sixth Supplemental Response to Second
Requests served Aug. 9, 2002) Rather, on July 24, 2002, Metro served by mail
the cryptic and uninformative IAB logs and advised Plaintiffs to review the logs
and identify responsive documents, even though it is not possible to do so given
the nature of the cryptic logs. (Rastello Aff. §910-11; Flynn Dep. 66:16-67:11,
Moody Dep. 78:16-79:1)) Metro did not review any of its IAB files to identify
responsive documents. (Moody Dep. 78:16-79:1) Metro did not begin
producing responsive documents until August 27, 2002, well after the August 9,
2002 deadline and after most of the PMK depositions had been taken. (Rastello
Aff. 13, Leffler Aff. §14)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were deprived material evidence regarding the Metro
Defendants’ investigations of alleged unlawful conduct committed any law
enforcement officers which was needed to establish Plaintiffs’ theory that Metro
has an unspoken custom and policy of protecting one another from civil and
criminal liability and that such customs and policies were a moving force behind
the alleged constitutional violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the
rights of citizens subjected to those customs and policies.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and
practices of protecting Metro officers and their family members involved in
traffic and criminal incidents in deliberate indifference to the rights of
citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or moving force
of the alleged constitutional violations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim that
Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended Complaint,
were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional vielations and
constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of citizens subjected
to them.

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.
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(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O and P; 1% Req/Nos.
3 and 6; and 2™ Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)
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2ND REQUEST NO. 20: All records of the investigations of the citizen or administrative
complaints as described in Nos. 13-19 above.

Q. From reviewing those logs, would you agree that, from reviewing those
logs by themselves, it was not always possible or most times not possible to tell
whether or not the complaint, allegations, included claims for false reporting,
perjury, fraudulent investigation, false arrest, concealment, cover-up or
conspiracy?

MR. ANGULO: Objection. Calls for speculation.

THE WITNESS: As I said earlier, it gives a general description. I do
recall seeing some false arrest allegations. That's a typical allegation — not
typical -- but 1t comes up more than occasionally. It's a typical complaint that
comes up. In terms of the others, you would have to look at the case....

Flynn Dep. 20:1-15

Q. A couple questions: Would it be difficult to determine whether or
not the complaints listed in Exhibit 2 fell within one of those categories
of Exhibit 1's Category C without actually looking at least at the brief of
complaint?

A. 1 think what I said earlier, I go back the that. I know we talked
about conspiracy. In a fraudulent investigation or concealment, you
wouldn't find those without reading those. I recall also, our false report
or truthfulness would probably be a summary of a complaint. But the
other ones mentioned on the list, I don't recall seeing.

Q. So you would have to review the brief of complaint to see if those
allegations were made?

A. If you wanted me to look for every one of those, yes.

Q. For example here, on Flynn Exhibit 2, page 27805, on February
13, 1995, IAB number 950206, 1t states, CRS 510.2, Subsection G-1,
conduct unbecoming an employee.

A. Correct.

Q. That would be difficult to know --

A. Itis an extremely broad charge. [It's based on a Civil Service rule.
There is about that many things you can do for conduct unbecoming.

Q. So you would have to look at the complaint?

A. To know what exactly it is. It could be music too loud at a party
that your neighbors are complaining about, all the way to a criminal act.

Q. How about this one, 950209, standards of conduct, criminal laws.
Can you tell whether that would fall within one of the categories of letter
C?

A. T cannot.

Flynn Dep. 66:4-67:11

2" Request No. 20 Page 1 of 2
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Q. ...Do you know if anyone from Metro or anyone from your side of
the case took those logs and asked to see the Internal Affairs Bureau file
where the description of the claim wasn't necessarily clear enough to
determine whether or not it fell within the request?

A. Idon't -- I'm not sure I understand the question completely. But ]
don't think I know whether, who, if anyone, looked at each individuai
case file that was examined for purposes of production to you in this case.

Moody Dep. 78:16-79:1

2" Request No. 20 Page 2 of 2
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2ND REQUEST NO. 21:

All documents such as management audits relating to the evaluation or
assessments, whether internal or external, of NHP’s or METRO’s investigation
of police misconduct from 1990 to the present.

METRO DEFENDANTS®> VIOLATIONS OF COURT’S ORDER:

On July 24, 2002, Metro produced three Quality Assurance Bureau audits of the
Internal Affairs Bureau dated April 1990, June 1992, and October 2000.

During the 30(b)(6)/PMK depositions, Plaintiffs discovered that there were
several additional reports not yet produced. (Flynn Dep. 25:24-26:15)

On September 19, 2002, after the 30(b)(6)/PMK depositions were completed,
Metro produced additional Staff Inspection Reports of the Internal Affairs
Bureau for 1997 and 1999. Metro never produced the annual inspection reports
for the other years (1991, 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996, 1998 and 2001). (Leffler
Aff. 15)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were deprived material evidence regarding the Metro
Defendants’ investigations of alleged unlawful conduct committed any law
enforcement officers which was needed to establish Plaintiffs” theory that Metro
has an unspoken custom and policy of protecting one another from civil and
criminal liability and that such customs and policies were a moving force behind
the alleged constitutional violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the
rights of citizens subjected to those customs and policies.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and
practices of protecting Metro officers and their family members involved in
traffic and criminal incidents in deliberate indifference to the rights of
citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or moving force
of the alleged constitutional violations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim that
Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended Complaint,
were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional violations and
constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of citizens subjected
to them.

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.
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(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O and P; 1% Req/Nos.
3 and 6: and 2™ Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)
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2ND REQUEST NO. 21: All documents such as management audits relating to the
evaluation or assessments, whether internal or external, of NHP’s or METRO’s
investigation of police misconduct from 1990 to the present.

Q. Were you able to review the Annual Bureau Inspections for
Internal Affairs from 1990 to the present?

A. I know I looked at two of them.

Q. Okay. But there would have been maybe 10 or 117

A. If they did what they were supposed to do, there would have been
one done every year.

Q. Did you make an inquiry as to whether or not one was done each
year?

A. No, sir.

Q. Do you have a belief as to whether or not one was done each
year?

A. [ would believe that the Annual Bureau Inspection done by the
Bureau Commander would have been done every year, especially coming
from Internal Affairs.

Flynn Dep. 25:24-26:15

2™ Request No. 24 Page 1 of |
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2ND REQUEST NoO. 24:

All pre-disciplinary hearing records and disciplinary hearing records (including ‘
tapes and transcripts) relating to complaints made (a) against any individual
Defendant and (b) against any NHP or METRO officer ... from 1990 to the
present.

METRO DEFENDANTS’ VIOLATIONS OF COURT’S ORDER:

Metro did not produce a single responsive document. (Leffler Aff. §16; Ex.
218, Metro Defendants’ Sixth Supplemental Response to Second Requests
served Aug. 9, 2002)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were deprived material evidence regarding the Metro
Defendants’ investigations of alleged unlawful conduct committed any law
enforcement officers which was needed to establish Plaintiffs’ theory that Metro
has an unspoken custom and policy of protecting one another from civil and
criminal liability and that such customs and policies were a moving force behind
the alleged constitutional violations and constitute deliberate indifference to the
rights of citizens subjected to those customs and policies.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and
practices of protecting Metro officers and their family members involved in
traffic and criminal incidents in deliberate indifference to the rights of
citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or moving force
of the alleged constitutional viclations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim that
Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended Complaint,
were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional violations and
constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of citizens subjected
to them.

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs” municipal liability claim.

(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O and P; 1% Req/Nos.
3 and 6; and 2nd Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are 1dentical.)



./

DEFs. or FAMILY



Nt o’

2ND REQUEST No. 25:

All traffic collision reports related to incidents involving any individual
defendants or their immediate family members investigated by NHP or Metro.

METRO DEFENDANTS® VIOLATIONS OF COURT’S ORDER:

Metro did not produce any additional documents after the Court issued its July
15, 2002 Order. Unredacted copies of the 55 Traffic Accident Reports
involving immediate family members of Metro officers were not produced.
(Leffler Aff. §17)

Lt. Moody acknowledged that the steps Lt. Thornton identified as necessary to
identify and produce the requested documents had not been undertaken, despite
the Court’s reduction of the discoverable time period from ten years to five
years. (Moody Dep. 87:9-17, 88:6-13, 93:7-10) As noted above, the Metro
Defendants did not produce unredacted copies of the 55 reports identified via
the e-mail inquiry, in direct viclation of the Court’s express order to do so.
(Ex. 210, June 13, 2002 Hearing Transcript at 17-18 (#190); Leffler Aff. 17)
Consequently, Metro has never disclosed the contact information of persons
similarly situated to the DeLew family (i.e., citizens involved in traffic
collisions with Metro off-duty officers and their family members), despite the
Court’s plain orders to do so. (Rastello Aff. {8)

Comnsequently, Plaintiffs were deprived material evidence regarding the Metro
Defendants’ investigations of alleged unlawful conduct committed any law
enforcement officers or immediate family members of same, which was needed
to establish Plaintiffs’ theory that Metro has an unspoken custom and policy of
protecting one another from civil and criminal liability and that such customs
and policies were a moving force behind the alleged constitutional violations and
constitute deliberate indifference to the rights of citizens subjected to those
customs and policies.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and
practices of protecting Metro officers and their family members involved in
traffic and criminal incidents in deliberate indifference to the rights of
citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or moving force
of the alleged constitutional violations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim that
Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended Complaint,
were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional violations and
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constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of citizens subjected
to them.

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.

(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O and P; 1 Reg/Nos.
3 and 6; and 2™ Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)
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2ND REQUEST NO. 25: All traffic collision reports related to incidents involving any
individual Defendant or their immediate family members investigated by NHP or Metro.

Q. Lieutenant Thornton said in his affidavit of August 30, 2001, that
in order to respond to this particular discovery request, he says, the only
way to craft a response to this discovery request would be to identify
each officer of LVMPD from 1989 to 1999 and run each name to see if an
accident we investigated names them in any capacity. Do you know if
that was done?

A. T don't know what he means by that.

Moody Dep. §7:9-17

Q. He stated, personnel would need to pull the names of all
immediate family members and a similar search would have to be done.
Then Lieutenant Thornton states, a review of every Accident Report
generated would need to be reviewed.

A. So every report would have to be read. Every report would have
to be pulled and read, that wasn't done.

Moody Dep. 88:6-13

Q. As far as you know, Lieutenant Moody, whatever Lieutenant
Thornton meant here, you have no knowledge that that was done?
A. Right.

Moody Dep. 93:7-10

2" Request No. 25 Page 1 of 1
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2ND REQUEST NO. 26:

All DUT arrest reports related to incidents involving any individual defendants
or their immediate family members investigated by NHP or Metro.

METRO DEFENDANTS’ VIOLATIONS OF COURT’S ORDER:

The Metro Defendants did not identify or produce any DUI reports for any
Metro Defendant or immediate family member of a Metro Defendant. (Leffler
Aff. {18) Metro had the computer capability to search for such DUI reports,
but did not do so. (Counterman Dep. 193:14-19, Moody Dep. 36:2-5, 106:4-
107:6, 107:19-108:12)

Consequently, Plaintiffs were deprived material evidence regarding the Metro
Defendants’ investigations of alleged unlawful conduct committed any law
enforcement officers or immediate family members of same, which was needed
to establish Plaintiffs’ theory that Metro has an unspoken custom and policy of
protecting one another from civil and criminal liability and that such customs
and policies were a moving force behind the alleged constitutional violations and
constitute deliberate indifference to the rights of citizens subjected to those
customs and policies.

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Because this discovery was propounded to prove Metro’s customs and
practices of protecting Metro officers and their family members involved in
traffic and criminal incidents in deliberate indifference to the rights of
citizens, and that such customs and practices were the cause or moving force
of the alleged constitutional violations:

Deem it established for the purposes of Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim that
Metro’s policies and customs, as identified in Plaintiffs’ Amended Complaint,
were a moving force or cause of the alleged constitutional violations and
constitute deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of citizens subjected
to them.

In the alternative, prohibit Metro from offering evidence at trial opposing
Plaintiffs’ municipal liability claim.

(Sanctions Requests for PMK categories A, C, E, K, L, M, O and P; 1* Req/Nos.
3 and 6; and 2nd Req/Nos.14, 15 17-21, 24-26 are identical.)
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2ND REQUEST NO. 26: All DUTI arrest reports related to incidents involving any
individuat Defendant or their immediate family members investigated by NHP or Metro.

Q. So a drunk driver is 4097
A. That's correct.
Q. So theoretically, one could put in the CAD system and run a

report or Information Technology could and obtain the 409 reports?
A. If the CAD event had 409 in it.

Counterman Dep. 193:14-19

Q. Do you know if, within the description field of the CAD system,
if the word "drunk” or "DUI" could be set as a parameter?
A. Yes, it can.

Moody Dep. 36:2-5

Q. Request No. 26 requests, "All DUI reports related to incidents
involving any individual Defendant or their immediate family members
investigated by NHP or Metro."”

BY MR. RASTELLO:

Q. Do you know if the names of the 10 or 11 individual Defendants
were taken and a computer report generated or searched to see if any of
them had been involved in DUIs?

A. If any had been involved in DUIs, IAB would have been the
repository for those investigations and those names were searched in IAB.

Q. But it wasn't done, other than producing the IAB records -- which
incidentally, many are purged after two years, correct?

A. Idon’t know what the purge is on IAB records.

Q. So in terms of using the computer or the CAD system, that wasn't

utilized to respond to this request?
A. Not to my knowledge. It wouldn't have been used, to utilize it. I

don't know what role it could have played in it at all,
Moody Dep. 106:4-107:6

Q. Does SCOPE contain information regarding the identity of
arrestees?

MR. ANGULO: Objection to this area of inquiry. It goes beyond
his scope as a PMK.

THE WITNESS: When people are arrested -- things have changed
over the years. SCOPE is not a, SCOPE is used by the Police
Department, but not maintained and controlled by the Police Department.
If a person is arrested, then a record of that arrest would be entered into
SCOPE. But again, you have to have the person's name and other
identifiers in order to pull up that individual record.

2" Request No. 29 Page 1 of 2
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BY MR. RASTELLO:
Q. But you can search by name?
A. You can search by name of arrestees if you had it.
Q. If we had the name of individual Defendants and their spouses,
we could search SCOPE or LRMS and see if there were any arrests?
A. I suppose that could be done, yeah.

Moody Dep. 107:19-108:12

2" Request No. 29 Page 2 of 2
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2"” REQUEST NO. 32:

A list of all documents withheld on privilege grounds.

METRO DEFENDANTS” VIOLATIONS OF COURT’S ORDER:

The Metro Defendants withheld responsive documents such as the Risk
Manager’s claim files and investigative files (Moody Dep. 70:22-71:6, 84:4-17,
96:18-25), but did not produce 2 privilege log. (Leffler Aff.§19)

APPROPRIATE SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS:

Costs, including fees, of the Rule 30(b)(6) depositions and of this Motion.

3026273_1.DOC
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2ND REQUEST NO. 32: A list of any and all documents withheld by Defendants on the
grounds of privilege, including the names of the author and recipient, date, and general
subject matter of the allegedly privileged document.

Q. Did you produce any of the documents out of the claim file?

A. To my knowledge, we did not, other than the, perhaps the civil
claim number. That's all public information and it's as easily acquired by
the Plaintiffs in this case as it would be by us through the court.

Q. Did you prepare a privileged log of documents you were
withholding?

A. I'm not sure that we did or not.

Moody Dep. 70:22-71:6

Q. Looking at Exhibit Moody 2, you do know that the case files, for
example, for the civil rights claims listed on, in the 1995 report, which is
Bates labeled 28074 and 28075, that those case files have not been
produced?

MR. ANGUILO: You're talking about Moody Exhibit 2?
MR. RASTELLO: Yes.
THE WITNESS: That any case files that still exist pertaining to
any of the Claimants named in that exhibit have been produced?
BY MR. RASTELLO:
Q. Yes.
A. To my knowledge, they have not been produced.

Moody Dep. 84:4-17

Q. For example, we know that the investigative files underlying the
Notice of Claim case files have not been produced.

A. We would have to go back case-by-case, see which ones, see
which files still exist and then answer that question case-by-case.

Q. But as of today, that hasn't been done?

A. Right.

Moody Dep. 96:18-25

2998314_5.DOC

2nd Request No. 32 Page 1 of 1



